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LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Loto. 
HEAD OFFICE : 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 


Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 

The “‘ CLIMAX ”’ POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 


Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the ployers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 














PHC:NIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHG@NIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
13, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. ~ 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 


LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 


Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE. CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 














ESTABLISHED 


1836. 





FUNDS - . - - - £ 4,400,000 
INCOME - - + =-+ = £600,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 16,000,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


Wrrnovr Prorrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





| Age | Premium 


| 20 | $17 8%, i 


30 | £116 %,| 40 | 82 10%, 








£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 











Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 
Duration | 10 yrs. 20 yrs. 30 yrs. 40 yrs. | 
Amount of Policy | £1,199 | £1,438 | $1,734 | £2,067 





Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


VOL. XLVIII., No. 36. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, JULY 9, 1904. 

*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JoURNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SoLicirors’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
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Current Topics. 


WE pvstisu elsewhere the draft of a new rule in Divorce and 
Matrimonial causes relative to the statement in the affidavit 
filed with the petition whether or no there have been any, and 
if so what, proceedings previous thereto in the Divorce Division 
by or on behalf of either or the ies to the marriage. The 
new rule will take effect on and r the 24th of October next. 









Ir wit be seen from the notice of the annual general meeting 
of the Law Society, which we print elsewhere, that Mr. Wit114M 
Franors Frapearte, of the firm of Frapcate & Oo., of 2, Oraig’s- 
court, Charing Cross, is nominated for the post of vice-president 
of the society. Mr. Firapcare was admitted in 1876. Mr. 
Tomas Raw 1g, will, to the general satisfaction of the members 
of the society, assume the office of president. 





Tue news of aslight earthquake in the Midland counties, 
coupled with the fact that a more serious vibration was felt at 
Colchester some twenty years ago, may lead us to some specula- 
tion as to how far the administration of the law might be 
affected by such a calamity. An earthquake so serious as some 
of those which have occurred on the Continent might destroy the 
boundaries of landed estate and lead to extraordinary difficulties 
in the identification of property. The Legislature would 
probably be compelled to interfere, as was done in the year 
1666, when the Act for rebuilding the City of London was 
passed, owing to the fact, as is stated, that London ‘was for the 
most part thereof burnt down and destroyed within the compass 
of a few days and now lies buried in its own ruins.” The Act 

roceeded to erect a special judicature for-the determination of 
ifferences tones ouses burned or demolished. We have 
not been able to find any reference to earthquakes in the colonial 
statutes, or in the reports of decisions in the colonial courts, 
though uakes are common enough in the West Indies and 
in New Zealand. The only reference to an earthquake by 
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English law writers which we have seen is in the books on 
common carriers, where it is cited as an example of “ the act of 
God” or inevitable accident which will relieve a carrier or 
warehouseman from liability. 


THE LATEST case respecting the privileges of members of the 
House of Commons appears to have arisen a few days ago when 
a Member of Parliament was summoned before a metropolitan 
police magistrate for unlawfully driving a motor-car in a 
manner that was dangerous to the public. The customary rules 
of driving are of course judicially recognized, and evidence was 
given to shew that the motor-car of the defendant, at a little past 
one o’clock on the morning of the 12th of May, was driven on the 
wrong side of three refuges. The defence was that the Member 
of Parliament after leaving the House of Commons had driven 
to his club, where he had supper, and was going down Regent- 
street on his way home when he found it necessary to go on the 
wrong side of the refuges to avoid some men who were cleaning 
the road. But it was added that constables in the vicinity of 
the House of Commons directed Members of Parliament to go 
on the off side of the refuges in order to facilitate their ingress 
and egress to and from the House. We presume that this was 
a regulation made by the Commissioner of Police under section 
11 of the Traffic Regulation (Metropolis) Act, 1867, with respect 
to the route to be taken by carriages passing to or returning 
from a particular destination; but it could hardly confer on 
Members of Parliament the privilege of going on the wrong 
side of refuges when they were beyond the precincts of the 
two Houses. The magistrate accordingly held that the regula- 
— no defence, and that an offence had been com- 
mitted. 





AN INTERESTING decision on the circumstances under which a 
case of estoppel can be made against trustees was given by 
Swinren Eapy, J., in the recent case of Porter v. Moore (ante, 
p- 573). As is well known, the position of a trustee who is 
asked to make a statement with regard to incumbrances on the 
trust fund for the guidance of an intending mortgagee was 
discussed in Low v. Bouverie (40 W. R. 50; 1891, 3 Ch. 82), 
The old doctrine that a trustee who gives an honest, but incorrect, 
answer may be held liable for misrepresentation was over- 
thrown by Derry v. Peek (48 W. R. 33, 14 App. Cas. 337), and it 
was held that a trustee is not liable under such circumstances 
unless, by his erroneous answer, he is estopped from afterwards 
setting up the truth. He is not bound to give to an intending 
incumbrancer any answer at all, though if he does give an answer, 
and it is untrue, he may be prevented afterwards from alleging 
onan | to the contrary. But for his answer to have this effect 
it must be clear and unambiguous. “ An estoppel,” said Bowsn, 
L.J., in Low v. Bowverie, “that is to say, the language upon 
which the estoppel is founded, must be precise and unam- 
biguous. That does not necessarily mean that the language 
must be such that it cannot possibly be open to different con- 
structions, but that it must be such as will be reasonably 
understood in a particular sense by the person to whom it is 
addressed.” In Low v. Bouverie the trustee escaped on the 
ground that he had made no clear statement as to incumbrances. 
He had mentioned certain incumbrances which existed, but had 
not said categorically that there were no others. In the present 
case the trustees also escaped, though more upon the ground of 
the circumstances attending their statement as to incumbrances 
than of any want of clearness init. They signed a statement 
that no notice of any incumbrance had been received, although 
in fact notice of a charge had been formally given to them. 
This statement, however, was obtained from them under such 
circumstances—in particular, separately from their solicitor, who 
had told the intending mortgagee that the statement ought not 
to be signed—that in the opinion of Swinrzn Eapy, J., it did 
not operate as an estoppel. 





Tue pxcision of Buoxigy, J., last week in Re Randt Gold 
Mining Co. (Limited) (Times, 29th ult.) represents another phase 
of the litigation which has been recently before the House of 
Lords in New Balkis Eorsteling (Limited) v. Randt Gold Mining 


each, upon which 3s. 4d. F a share had been paid up. By 
default in payment of a call of the remaining 1s. 8d. the s 
were forfeited by the Randt Co., and were sold to the Ney 
Balkis Co. The certificate issued to the purchasing com 
stated that the remaining 1s. 8d. per share had been called yw 
and was payable by the African Gold Properties Co., but it wag 
decided o the House of Lords in the case above referred 
to that this did not exempt the New Balkis Co. from 
liability to pay the 1s. 8d. per share upon a fresh call 
being made of that amount. In commenting upon this 
case recently we pointed out (ante, p. 568) that this 
liability could only be imposed on the purchasing company to 
the extent to which the unpaid capital might not be recovered 
from the former holders of the shares. If the company has 
received anything in respect of the unpaid calls which led tp 
the forfeiture, then the unpaid capital on the shares has bee 
correspondingly reduced, and only the balance is recoverable 
from the new holders. This is the exact point which Buoxtzy, 
J., has now decided in Re Randt Gold Mining Co. (supra). The 
Randt Co. had recovered 5d. a share from the African Gold 
Properties (Limited) and had also established their right to 
recover ls. 3d. a share from the present holders, the New 
Balkis Co. Thus the entire capital in the shares was accounted 
for, and the power to require payment in respect of 
them was apparently exhausted. Nevertheless, in the windi 
up of the Randt Co. the liquidator claimed that the full Ls. ad 
was recoverable from the New Balkis Oo. without regard to the 
sum recovered from the company who were the holders previous 
to the forfeiture. Such sum, it was said, was not recovered 
from them as contributories, but under the special contract in 
the articles that the holders of shares forfeited for nonpayment 
of calls should remain liable for the calls. Buckuey, J , how- 
ever, declined to allow any such effect to the contract contained 
in the articles. However paid, the payment of 5d. a share 
exempted the shares from liability to that extent, and the 
amount, therefore, was not recoverable again from the present 
holders. 





Ir 1s singular that the decision of the Court of Appeal in 2 
Poole and Clarke’s Contract, on which we commented last week 
(ante, p. 581), should have been followed so speedily by the com- 
plementary decision of Warrincron, J., in Harris v. Boots Cash 
Chemists (Times, 2nd inst.). Re Poole and Clarke’s Contract raised 
the question whether, where a vendor of land was under personal 
liability in respect of covenants affecting the land, the purchaser 
was bound to enter into a covenant to perform and observe the 
covenants, or whether he was only bound to enter into a covenant 
to indemnify the vendor against liability. The substantial 
difference is that, if the purchaser enters into a covenant to 
perform and observe the existing covenants, the vendor 
may be able to enforce this covenant by injunction, even 
though the original covenantee has made no complaint, and 
though he may be willing to overlook the breach of the 
covenant. In the result it was arranged, on the suggestion of 
Romer, L.J., that the purchaser should enter into a covenant to 
observe and perform the original covenants and to indemnify 
the vendor against them, but that this should be prefaced bya 
declaration that the covenant was with the object and intent of 
affording to the vendor a full and sufficient indemnity and not 
otherwise. The analogous case of the usual covenant in al 
assignment of leasehold property, that the purchaser will per- 
form and observe the covenants of the lease and indemnify 
the vendor against them, was naturally considered, and 
Vavenan Wriusams, L.J., expressed his opinion that, while 
the form of that covenant was well settled, yet it ought 
not to have a greater effect than if it’ were expressed t 
be solely a covenant of indemnity. This is the construe 
tion which has now been placed upon it by Waraivaron, J, 
in Harris v. Boots Cash Chemists. There the lease contained 4 
covenant that the lessee would not make alterations without the 
consent in writing of the lessor. The lessees assigned 
premises, taking from the assignees the usual covenant for 
observance of the covenants and indemnity, and the assignee 
made alterations for the purpose of improving the sani 





Co. (1904, A. C. 165). The African Gold Properties (Limited) 


arrangements of the premises. The lessor had not given 


had been the holders of 40,000 shares in the Randt Oo. of i 
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consent, but he had not objected, and it did not appear that there 
was any probability of his objecting. The lessees, however, in 
reliance on the covenant, claimed a mandatory injunction 

inst the assignees to compel them to restore the premises 
to their original state. On the strict language of the 
covenant they were probably entitled to the injunction, but, 
unless the lessor moved in the matter, this would be useless 
to them, and the learned judge, following the suggestion 
of Vavenan Wiiu1ams, L.J., in Re Poole and Clarke’s Contract, 
declined to inflict loss on the defendants when no corresponding 
advantage would accrue to the plaintiffs. The true object of the 
covenant, said Warrincron, J., was to indemnify and protect 
the original lessee egainst breaches of covenant contained in the 
lease under which he was liable to the lessor. It followed that 
it ought not to be enforced unless such a course was necessary 
for the protection of the lessee, and it was not enforceable, there- 
fore, under the circumstances of the present case. 





Tue case of Hippisley v. Knee Brothers, decided in the Bristol 
County Court on the 17th of June, will be read with interest. 
It was an action brought by the plaintiff against the defendants, 
auctioneers, who had been employed by him in the sale of goods ; 
and one of the questions was whether the defendants were 
entitled to retain the discount which they had received from a 
firm of printers on their bill for printing the posters and cata- 
logues connected with the sale, or whether this discount must be 
considered as a profit made by them in the business beyond their 
ordinary remuneration which ought to be for the benefit of their 
eniployer. A number of auctioneers from Bristol and elsewhere 
were called to prove, and did prove, that the usage or practice in 
the trade had for many years been for the printers to deal with 
the’ auctioneers as principals and to allow them, as trade 
customers, the trade discount off the actual price, the whole of 
the retail price being charged by the auctioneers against the 
vendors; but it may be taken that the plaintiff had no actual 
knowledge of the defendants’ practice with regard to the 
discount. The judge came to the conclusion, upon this 
evidence, that it was part of the duty of the defendants 
to get the necessary printing done, and that for this purpose 
they employed a sub-contractor, who dealt with them and not 
with the plaintiff, and who gave them a trade discount which 
the plaintiff could not have claimed if he had himself employed 
the printers. He according gave judgment for the defendants. 
We cannot say that we are wholly satisfied with his decision. 
It closely resembles in many of its details the case of Zurnbull v. 
Garden (38 L. J. Ch. 331). There the plaintiff, residing in 
India, employed the defendant, an army agent and accoutre- 
ment maker, to provide her son, who was about to proceed to 
India as a cornet, with a reasonable outfit, and the articles 
composing the outfit were paid for through the defendant, but 
trddesmen allowed him a discount off the invoiced prices, having 
increased their prices with reference to the allowance, while 
the defendant charged the full price against the plaintiff The 
defendant stated that the practice was according to the 
established and well-known custom of army agents, and that their 
remuneration to a great extent depended upon it, and added 
that if the plaintiff had personally purchased the goods she 
would not have been allowed the discount. It was held 
by James, V.C., that these discounts must be disallowed 
against the defendant and the amount must be deducted 
from his bill. The Vice-Chancellor commented upon the 
custom, and said that the sooner this mode of business 
Was put an end to the better for all parties concerned. We 
cannot find anything in the case before the county court to take 
It out of the general rule as to profits made by an agent in the 
course of his agency without the knowledge of his principal. 

auctioneer is an agent to sell property by auction. Assuming 
that he is entitled to recover for expenses incurred, in addition 
ius ordinary remuneration, the amount of the discount ought 
primd facie to be deducted from expenses incurred and no 
evidence ought to be received by the court as to whether the 
— did or did not suffer any injury by the dealing of the 





AN INTERESTING judgment was given recently by Jzxr, J., in 


considerable importance in view of the rapidly increasing use 
of locomotives on highways. The action was brought on the 
relation of the Monmouth County Council to restrain the 
defendant from using locomotives on a certain piece of high- 
way, so as to cause a public nuisance by damage to the 
highway. The case has already been before the Court of 
Appeal on an appeal from the granting of an interim injunc- 
tion restraining the defendant from the use of locomotives on 
the highway till the trial of the action (1904, 1 K. B. 404). 
It appears that the defendant used a traction engine 
of considerable weight to haul stone from _ certain 
quarries to a railway station. It was alleged by the 
county council that the traffic was more than an ordinary 
metalled road could bear; that the road could not be kept in 
repair, and that in consequence the highway had become 
dangerous to the public and a nuisance. The defendant's case 
was that the damage was due to the neglect of the council to 
keep it in proper repair. On the hearing before the Court of 
Appeal, the interim injunction granted was confirmed, on the 
ground that the affidavits showed that primd facie a public 
nuisance had been caused, and that in a proceeding by the 
Attorney-General for an interim injunction against such 
@ nuisance it was no answer to say that if some- 
one else had done his duty the nuisance would not 
have arisen. The questions, however, as to the rights of 
the parties were, of course, left open to be decided in the 
action. The action has now been tried, and Jerr, J., has refused 
the injunction asked for. He found as facts that stone had been 
carried over the road for many years, and that quarrying was a 
recognized industry of the district ; that the traction engine and 
trucks used were in conformity with the regulations of the 
Locomotive Acts; and that the condition of the road was such 
that the defendant would be liable to be indicted for a 
nuisance if that condition was primarily caused by the 
defendant. He found, further, however, that the condition 
of the road was primarily and chiefly due to the failure 
of the county council to maintain the road in a fit state 
to bear the traffic (including the traction traffic), which was 
not otherwise than they ought to have expected to come upon 
the road. The injunction claimed was therefore refused, without 
prejulice, however, to any question as to the liability of the 
defendant to pay the expenses of repairs caused by extraordinary 
traffic for which he was responsible, Local authorities are 
very eager to treat traffic which causes a good deal of 
wear and tear to their roads as extraordinary traffic. It is very 
difficult in many cases to say what is extraordinary traffic. 
This case, however, is important as shewing that, whether a 
highway is brought to a state of bad repair by traffic 
which is extraordinary or ordinary, the local authority must shew 
due diligence in keeping it in repair up to the existing standard 
of traffic on that highway. An industry must not be crippled 
by local authorities suppressing traffic carried on in a manner 
allowed by law. Ina district where the hauling of stone overa 
road is usual, the road should be metailed so as to bear the amount 
of weight which is likely to be brought upon it at any one 
moment. If, however, having performed this duty, the local 
authority find that someone brings an excessive weight on to 
the road, then extra expense will be caused in repairs, but the 
authority is fully protected by section 23 of the Locomotives 
Act, 1878, and can recover extraordinary expenses from the 
person responsible for the extraordinary traffic. 





Tue Intanp Revenue authorities have just given a decision of 
some interest with regard to the stamp required upon a transfer 
of debentures in a joint stock company. By the Stamp Act, 
1891, the stamp upon the transfer of “a marketable security” 
is an ad valorem duty of one shilling for every £10 of the amount 
secured, while the duty in the case of a transfer of a debenture, 
not being a marketable security, is only 6d. for every £100 of 
the amount. By section 122 of the Act, unless the context 
otherwise requires, the expression ‘‘ marketable security’? means 
‘* a security of such a description as to be capable of being soll 
in any stock market in the United Kingdom.” The business of 





© case of the Attorney-General vy. Scott. It is a decision of 


a firm of publishers having been converted into a no | aap under 
the Companies Acts, mortgage debentures were issued by the com - 
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pany under their common seal to be registered and to be transfer- 
able according to conditions indorsed on the back of the instru- 
ments. An agreement having been made for the sale of anumberof 
these debentures, the transfers were submitted for adjudication. 
The commissioners at first were of opinion that the documents were 
subject to the higher stamp duty which is required in the case of 
a ‘‘ marketable security.” There is not much to assist the authori- 
ties in the interpretation of section 122, The words ‘‘ capable of 
being sold in any stock market” might certainly exclude certain 
documents, such as policies of insurance, which may be called 
‘‘ securities,” and which are also ‘‘ marketable,” but are not 
sold in the ‘‘stock markets.” But it would be difficult to settle 
a list of securities which could not, after a decent interval, be 
sold on the Stock Exchange. In the Scotch case of Zexas Land 
Co, v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue (16 Court of Session 
Cases, 4th series 69) debentures, though not readily saleable, 
were held to be capable, according to the use and practice of 
stock markets, of ‘being bought in any stock market in the 
United Kingdom. In that case Lord Apaws, in referring to the 
section, said : ‘‘I can hardly imagine more comprehensive words. 
There must be some limitation contemplated by the Legislature, 
but I do not know where it is to be found.”” Lord Suanp said: 
‘‘In one sense every security might be included under this 
description, for I suppose any kind of security, if of value, may find 
a purchaser on the Stock Exchange. I think they must mean 
‘ capable, according to the use and practice of stock markets, of 
being there sold and bought.’” The case of Brown, Shipley, § Co.v. 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue (1895, 2 Q. B. 98) followed the 
definition given in the Scottish courts, and decided that to make 
an instrument a marketable security it was enough that it had 
been dealt in upon the London Stock Exchange, though not 
officially quoted there. The question is after all one of fact, and 
it was pointed out to the commissioners that the company was a 
private concern which had not invited subscriptions for its shares, 
and that the conditions upon which the debentures were issued 
were of a special character, and unlike those of debentures which 
are sold upon the Stock Exchange. In the result, the commis- 
sioners held that the instruments were not ‘ marketable 
= ” and that the transfers were only liable to the lower 
uty. 





Tue Law of lien may be taken to be tolerably well settled, 
and we think that few leading cases relating to it have arisen 
during the last thirty years. Buta singular claim was made a 
few days ago by the secretary of a mining company. He was 
summoned before one of the aldermen of the City of London 
for detaining the seals, share register, directors’ attendance 
books, and other documents to the value of about £7, and his 
defence was that he had a lien on these articles for salary 
which was owimg to him. His case was, we suppose, that they 
had been delivered to him in the course of his business, and that 
he had bestowed his labour upon them. But in this view 
every clerk would have a lien on the account books of his em- 
ployer. The books of a trading concern do not pass into the 
possession of those who are employed to make entries in them. 
We cannot be surprised to read that the defence was rejected 
and an order made for the delivery up of the articles in 
question. 








In connection with the curious case, on which we recently commented, 
heard by Sir Francis Jeune, in which an order for leave to presume the 
death of a lady of whom nothing had been heard for twenty years had the 
unexpected result of bringing her to life again, a brief allusion has, says 
the Globe, been made to a more remarkable case of resuscitation which 
came before Lord Langdale. As no case was ever better entitled to rank 
as ‘a romance of the law,”’ its details deserve to be made more fully 
knowii. A sum of money in court had been left to a certain individual for 
his life, and was to be divided after his death among bis relatives. Nothing 
had been heard of the tenant for life for twenty or thirty years, and Lord 
Langdale, asked to presume his death, eventually made an order for the 
distribution of the fund. The order was taken to the proper office to be 
entered, and the clerk whose duty it was to enter it turned, out to be the 
very individual whose death had been presumed. At once revealing his 
identity, he explained that some youthful escapades had caused him to go 
abroad and to keep his whereabouts a secret trom all his relatives, that 
returning to England under a fictitious name, he had obtained a situation 
in the office in which the presumption of his death came officially to his 
knowledge ; and that be was wholly ignorant of his interest in the money 
which Lord Langdale had ordered to be divided. Surely the ‘‘ long arm of 
coincidence ” cin seldom have reached so far. 





Transfers of Mortgages 


Tux considered judgment of the Court of Appéal in the recent 
case of Bateman v. Hunt (Times, 2nd inst.) illustrates the 
recognized rules which govern the rights of the transferee of a 
mortgage. If the mortgagor is not a party to the transfer, then 
it is essential for the transferee to make sure that there have been 
no payments on account of the mortgage since the date of its 
creation other than such as are disclosed by the mortgagee, for 
if the existing amount of the mortgage debt is wrongly stated 
in the transfer, the statement is not binding on the mortgagor, 
and he is entitled as against the transferee to take credit for 
any payments which he has in fact made. “If,” it was 
admitted in Bradwell v. Catchpole (3 Swanst. 78”), ‘any 
person will take an assignment of a mortgage in which 
the mortgagor doth not join, he must at his peril inquire 
what is due upon it, and if all or part of the principal 
hath been before paid off by the mortgagor, or discharged 
by perception of profits, the assignee, though he comes in 
without notice, cannot set it up again against the mortgagor, 
And in Chambers v. Goldwin (9 Ves., p. 264) Lord Expon, C., 
said: “It is settled that if an assignment of a mortgage is 
taken without the intervention of the mortgagor, whatever the 
assignee pays, he can claim nothing under the assignment but 
what is actually due between the mortgagor and the mortgagee; 
and I think that rightly settled.” 

But the rule that the mortgagor is not bound by representa- 
tions made by the mortgagee to the transferee as to the state of 
the mortgage debt applies only in respect of matters which have 
happened since the creation of the mortgage; it does not apply 
as regards the amount of the advance for which the mort- 
gagor has given a receipt in the mortgage deed. Such 
a receipt is not conclusive in equity as between the parties 
to the deed, and a mortgagor who has executed a mortgage 
containing a receipt for the full amount of the agreed loan is not 
precluded from shewing afterwards, as against the mortgagee, 
that such amount has not been in fact advanced. But under 
the law as it existed previously to the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
the receipt was conclusive in favour of a transferee of the 
mortgage who had no notice that the full advance had not been 
made, and under the Conveyancing Act statutory effect is 
given to the receipt in favour of transferees for value. In 
Bickerton vy. Walker (31 Ch. D. 151) a mortgage, under which 
£250 purported to have been advanced, was in 1879 assigned to 
a transferee, who paid that amount. The mortgagor subse- 
quently attempted to shew, as against the transferee, that 
only £92 had been in fact advanced, but this was not 
permitted. ‘‘We are of opinion,” said Fry, LJ., im 
delivering the judgment of the Court of Appeal, “that if an 
assign is willing to take the risk of any payment having been 
made after the date of the mortgage he is not guilty of careless- 
ness or negligence if, in the absence of any circumstances to 
arouse suspicion, he relies upon the solemn assurance under the 
hand and seal of the mortgagor as to the real bargain carried 
into effect by the mortgage deed, upon the possession of that 
deed by the mortgagee, and upon the receipt for the full amount 
of the mortgage money under the hand of the mortgagor. 
And the same effect is produced as regards mortgage deeds 
executed after the 31st of December, 1881, by section 55 of the 
Conveyancing Act, which provides that ‘‘a receipt for con- 
sideration money or other consideration in the body of a deed 


. . ” 
| or indorsed thereon shall, in favour of a subsequent purchaser 


—which by section 2 (viii.) includes a mortgagee—“ not having 
notice that the money or other consideration thereby acknow- 
ledged to be received was not in fact paidor given, wholly or 
in part, be sufficient evidence of the payment or giving of the 
whole amount thereof.” 
In the present case of Bateman v. Hunt (supra) tho question 
arose in respect of a mortgage deed under which £9,200 pur 
ported to have been advanced to the defendants. The mortgage? 
was dated the Ist of July, 1898, and was made between thé 
defendants and T. OC. Live, who was an accountant in the 
employ of the firm of solicitors of which the late Mr. Canrmsll 
Harnison was a member. It contained a receipt for £9,200, and 
a joint and several covenant by the defendants, the mortgagor, 
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to pay that sum with interest at the rate of £4 10s. per cent. per 
annum; the mortgagors also conveyed certain property to T. C. 
Linz subject to redemption. By a deed dated the Ist of 
January, 1899, T. O. Linz transferred the mortgage debt of 
£9,200 and the securities therefor to Harrison, and by another 
deed dated the 4th of the same month Harrison assigned the 
mortgage debt and securities to T. C. Extiorr by way of sub- 
mortgage for securing the sum of £6,000 and interest at £4 5s. 
per cent. Harrison died in November, 1899, and T. C. Exxiorr 
in 1901. The plaintiffs in the present action were the personal 
representatives of the latter. Neither Harrison nor Ex.iorr 
had given notice to the mortgagors of the transfer of the Ist 
of January, 1899, or of the sub-mortgage of the 4th of January, 
1899; but on the 3rd of June, 1902, the plaintiffs gave to the 
mortgagors notice in writing of both deeds. On the 16th of the 
same month the plaintiffs brought the action on the defend- 
ants’ covenant to pay £9,200, and the substantial defence was 
that that sum had never been in fact advanced. There was 
also a question whether the plaintiffs had obtained a legal title 
to sue for the mortgage debt. 

Prior to the Judicature Act, 1873, an ordinary debt or chose 
in action was not assignable. so as to pass the right to sue 
at law, although it was assignable so as to pass the right to sue 
in equity (see judgment of Carrry, L.J., in Durham Brothers v. 
Robertson (1898, 1 Q. B., p. 769). Hence it was necessary to 
insert in mortgage deeds a power of attorney under which the 
transferee could sue in the mortgagee’s name. This practice, as 
is well known, was altered by section 25 of the Judicature Act, 
1873, which by sub-section 6 provides that “any absolute 
assignment, by writing under the hand of the assignor (not pur- 
porting to be by way of charge only), of any debt or other legal 
chose in action, of which express notice in writing shall have 
been given to the debtor,” shall be effectual in law ‘‘to pass and 
transfer the legal right to such debt or chose in action from the 
date of such notice.” The use of the expression “ absolute 


assignment not purporting to be by way of charge only ” has 
added to the books an interesting series of decisions, and it is 


now well settled that a mortgage of a chose in action 
in the ordinary form — that is, an assignment at first 
absolute, followed by a proviso for redemption—is within 
the phrase, so as to enable the mortgagee to obtain a 
legal title by giving notice in writing to the debtor: Zancred v. 
Delagoa Bay, §c., Co. (388 W. R. 15, 23 Q. B. D. 239), 
Durham Brothers y. Robertson (supra). And it is the same where 
the assignment is expressed to be ‘‘ by way of security” (Hughes 
v. Pump House Hotel Co, 50 W.R. 660; 1902, 2 K. B. 490), 
although this is coming very close to the words “‘by way of 
charge,” used in the statute, and the subtleties to which the 
provision gives rise cannot be said to be yet exhausted. 

In the present case the transfer of the debt of £9,200 by way 
of sub-mortgage to secure the sum of £6,600 was clearly an 
absolute assignment according to the authorities, and the 
question was whether the plaintiffs had effectually completed 
their legal title by giving notice to the defendants. As stated 
above, there had been two assignments of the mortgage 
debt—one by the deed of the Ist of January, 1899, to 
Harrison, and the other by that of the 4th of January, 
1899, to Exxiorr, and of neither was notice given to the 
mortgagors till Harrison and Ex.iorr were both dead. It was 
decided, however, in Walker v. Bradford Old Bank (32 W. R. 
644, 12 Q. B. D. 511) that the notice required by the statute 
could be effectually given after the death of the assignor. 
“It is said,” observed A. L. Surrn, J., ‘‘that the legal right to 
the debt or chose in action is only passed to the assignee from the 
date of the notice, and that therefore the notice must be given in 
the lifetime of the assignor, for otherwise the legal right would 
upon his death vest in his personal representatives, and not pass 
to the assignee. Ido not adopt this contention. In my view 
the meaning of the sub-section is, that until the assignee has 
given the prescribed notice he would have to sue as he would 
theretofore have sued; but when the notice is given, then 
he may bring an action at law in his own name without 
being incumbered with having to sue in the name of the 
assignor, or with having to make him a party to the 
action.” Similarly in the present case it was’ held 
that the notice was effectual notwithstanding that it was 


given after the deaths of the successive assignees. “It is 
indeed true,” said Srrrure, L.J., “ that neither Harrison nor 
Extiorr ever acquired a legal right to sue the defendants,” and 
after observing that each obtained a good title in equity, the 
learned judge continued: ‘In order that this title should 
become effectual at law as well as in equity all that the statute 
requires is that ‘express notice in writing’ should be given to 
the debtor, and such notice was given by the plaintiffs before 
action brought. The statute prescribes no limit of time within 
which notice must be given, nor does it lay down that the notice 
must be given by any particular person.”’ Consequently, so far 
as the mortgage debt was concerned, a good legal title to sue 
had been conferred upon the plaintiffs. 

With regard to the main point of the defence—that the sum 
of £9,200 had not been in fact advanced—the matter was con- 
cluded by the doctrine of Bickerton v. Walker (supra), confirmed 
as that has been by the express provision in favour of 
mortgagees contained in the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The 
special relation between Linz and Harrison — the 
former being apparently a mere trustee for the latter 
— would have prevented Harrison from relying on the 
transfer to himself, but Ettiorr took without any express 
notice of the state of acceunts between the mortgagors and 
Harrison, and the attempt to fix him with constructive 
notice failed. Hence the plaintiffs who claimed through him 
were entitled to rely upon the accuracy of the receipt for £9,200 
contained in the mortgage deed, and were entitled, therefore, to 
recover that sum. 








Easements of Necessity. 


Tue distinction is now clearly established between reservations 
of easements implied upon a grant of land according as the 
easement is to be enjoyed over the land retained by the 
grantor or over the land which he is granting. On the grant 
by the owner of a tenement of part of that tenement as it is then 
used and enjoyed, there will pass to the grantee all those con- 
tinuous and apparent easements—that is, guasi-easements— 
which are necessary to the reasonable enjoyment of the property 
granted, and which are at the time of the grant used by the 
grantor for the benefit of the part granted. This is the first of 
| the two principles stated by Tuxstczr, L.J., in delivering the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal in Wheeldon v. Burrows (12 
Ch. D., p. 49). The second is that, if the grantor intends to reserve 
any right over the tenement granted, it his duty to reserve it 
expressly in his grant, though to this latter rule there are certain 
exceptions, one of them being in favour of ways of necessity. 
Such ways, and it would seem any other easements of necessity, 
are by implication reserved to the grantor. Another exception 
exists where there are reciprocal easements over both tenements, 

Both these rules are said to follow from the maxim that a 
grantor shall not derogate from his own grant, though the dis- 
tinction between an implied grant of easements and an implied 
reservation was not, perhaps, definitely settled till the decision 
in Wheeldon v. Burrows. In Pyer v. Carter (1 H. & N. 916) it 
was, indeed, considered by the Court of Exchequer that the 
same easements will be reserved by implication in favour of 
the grantor as will pass by implication to the grantee. The 
grautee, it was said, purchases the house “such as it is ””—that 
is, with the benefit and subject to the burden of the existing 
quasi-easements ; but this view was dissented from in Suffield v. 
Brown (4 D. J. & 8. 185). “It seems to me,” said Wesrsury, 
L.C., in that case, ‘‘ more reasonable and just to hold that if the 
grantor intends to reserva any right over the property granted 
it is his duty to reserve it expressly in the grant rather than to 
limit and cut down the operation of a plain grant (which is not 
pretended to be otherwise than in accordance with the 
contract between the parties) by the fiction of an implied 
reservation. And in Crossley § Sons v. Lightowler (2 Ch, 478) 
Onztusrorp, L.C., expressed his concurrence with this view and 
added: ‘‘It appears to me to be an immaterial circumstance 
that the easement should be apparent and continuous, for non 
constat that the grantor does not intend to relinquish it uoless 
he shews the contrary by expressly reserving it.” Thus the 





grantee of one of two adjoining tenements which both belong to 
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the grantor will take by implication continuous and apparent 
easements which have been enjoyed by the tenement granted over 
the tenement retained, but the grantor will only retain by im- 
plication easements which are easements of necessity, or which 
are reciprocal to easements taken by the tenement granted. 

The question what easements are to be considered as “ ease- 
ments of necessity’ was considered by the Court of Appeal in 
Union Lighterage Co. v. London Graving Dock Co. (1902, 2 Ch. 
557), and has now been considered again by Kexewion, J., in 
Ray v. Hazeldine (1904, 2 Ch. 17). Some confusion has perhaps 
been caused by the use of the word “ necessary ”’ in connection 
with ordinary easements. In Wheeldon v. Burrows THESIGER, 
L.J., spoke, in the passage referred to above, of “‘ easements 
which are necessary to the reasonable enjoyment of the property 
granted ”’; but, as Srrriine, L.J., pointed out in Union Lighterage 
Co. v. London Graving Dock Co., the word ‘‘necessity” in the 
expressions ‘‘ ways of necessity” and “easements of necessity ” 
has a narrower meaning than in the expression just quoted. 
‘“‘In my opinion,” he said, ‘‘ an easement of necessity, such as is 
referred to, means an easement without which the property 
retained cannot be used at all, and not one merely necessary to 
the reasonable enjoyment of that property.” In that case a wharf 
andan adjacentdock had been in the same ownership, and to secure 
the side of the dock tie-rods had been carried beneath the surface 
of the wharf and fastened by nuts to piles which were driven 
into the soil of the wharf. The wharf was subsequently 
granted without any express reservation of the right of support 
for the dock, and it was held that such right was not impliedly 
reserved as an easement of necessity. ‘‘It may be,” said 
Smrune, LJ., “that the tie-rods which pass through the 
plaintiffs’ property are reasonably necessary to the enjoyment 
of the defendants’ dock in its present condition; but the dock 
is capable of use without them, and I think that there cannot 

be implied any reservation in respect of them.” 


In the present case of Ray v. Hazeldine (supra) also the 
attempt to shew that the easement claimed was an easement of 
necessity failed. The owner of two adjoining houses sold one 
and retained the other without expressly reserving any rights 
over the house which was sold. The house retained had a 
window opening on to the premises sold. The window lighted 
a pantry which could not be lighted in any other way, except 
by means of borrowed light. The owner of the house which 
had been sold built a wall on her premises so as as to block out 
the light to this window, and thereby, it was alleged, rendered 
the pantry useless as a pantry. But the case seems very much 
like that of the dock in Union Lighterage Co. v. London Graving 
Dock Co. (supra), and Kexewicu, J., held that the test imposed 
by Srieiive, L.J., in that case governed the case before him. 
The window was necessary for the reasonable enjoyment 
of the pantry as a pantry, but it was not absolutely necessary 


for the enjoyment of the property for any purpose. A | 
way of necessity, which is the most familiar instance of an | 


easement of necessity, answers the test. Unless the way is 
allowed, the owner has no access to his property, and cannot 

e any use of it at all. And similarly, as regards easements 
generally, the distinction is between what is absolutely necessary 
and what is reasonably required for the enjoyment of the land 
or building as it stands. No such absolute necessity required 
that the pantry-window shovld remain unobstructed, and the 
defendant was entitled to obstruct it, leaving the plaintiff to 
make such other use of the room as he could. 


The annual financial disclosures in Parliament, says the Daily Telegraph, 


shew that nowadays, notwithstanding the stern regulation which robs | 


them of their private clients, the law officers are not objects of commisera- 
tion. True, they do Government work only; but for this they are 
remunerated—as they should be—on an adequate scale. It was otherwise 
in the past When Sir John Scott became Solicitor-General, the King, 
meeting him at Weymouth, expressed a hope that his promotion had been 
of advantage to him. Scott replied that he had lost about £2,000 a year 
by accepting office, and explained that he had now to devote his whole 
time to writing — upon points of international and revenue law, for 
each of which he received a sum of three guineas. The King was 
sympathetic, and added that he understood for the first time why it had 
always been so difficult to get any opinion from his law officers. It must 
be many years since a fee of three guineas was offered to a Solicitor- 
General by a Government Lepartment, 


Reviews. 


Books Received. 


The English Reports, Vol. XLII.: Chancery XXII., containing 
Macnaghten & Gordon, Vols. 2 and 3; De Gex, Macnaghten, & 
Gordon, Vols. 1 and 2. William Green & Sons, Edinburgh; Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 


Work and Labour: being a Compendium of the Law affecting the 
Conditions under which the Manual Work of the Working Classes is 
Performed in England. By R. M. Minton-SENHOUSE, Barrister-at- 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell. 


The Laws of Insurance—Fire, Life, Accident, and Guarantee; 
embodying Cases in the English, Scotch, Irish, American, and 
Canadian Courts. By James Bices Porrer, Barrister-at-Law, 
assisted by WILLIAM FEILDEN Crares, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, 
Fourth Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 


Tllustrations in Advocacy, with an Analysis of the Speeches of Mr, 
Hawkins, QC. (Lord Brampton), in the Tichborne Prosecution for 
Perjury (a Study in Advocacy). Also a Prefatory Letter from the 
Right Hon. Lord Krampton. By Rici#arp Harris, K.C., a Bencher 
of the Middle Temple. Fourth Edition. Re-written by the Author. 
Stevens & Hayn s. 


A Digest of the Law Relating to the Easement of Light With an 
Historical Introduction and an Appendix containing Practical 
Hints for Architects and Surveyors, Observations on the Right to 
Air, Statut-s, Forms, and Plans. By Epwarp StTanLEy Roscoz, 
Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited) ; Reeves & Turner. 

The Law of Banking. By Heber Harr, LL.D. (Lond.), Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Sous (Limited). 

An Outline of the French Law of Evidence. 
Bopineton, B.A. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. 
(Limited). 


By OLIver E. 
Stevens & Sons 








Correspondence. 


‘*The Roll of Colonial Commissioners in the 
United Kingdom (1904).” 
[Tou the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—Will you kindly allow me to state in your columns that a 
copy of the above-mentioned ‘‘ Roll,” first compiled from official 
sources recently, will be sent to any commissioner for oaths, or 
| Colonial commissioner, in the United Kingdom, desiring a copy, and 
enclosing to me with his request an addressed wrapper bearing 
postage for six ounces ? GerorGE E. Sotomon, Compiler. 

5, Water-lane, Great Tower-street, E.C , July 7. 











Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 
Winding up—D.scharging Order of Registrar.—We believe that 


a former Registrar in Companies’ Winding-up entertained the notion 
that he was ‘‘ the court ’’ when he made an order, and that the cnly 
appeal was, as from a bankruptcy registrar, to the Court of Appeal. 
In Palmer’s Company Precedents (9th ed.), vol. 2, p. 670, it is stated 
that ‘‘ when ‘the registrar has actually made an order, the proper 
proceeding seems to be to move before the judge to discharge the 
| order,” and reasons for this statement are given. The Court of 
| Appeal has now adopted this view, and, to make the position quite 
clear, Buckley, J., has recently given a general direction under rule 
| 7 of the Companies (Winding-up) Rules 1903, that ‘‘ when a person 
| desires to have an order made by the registrar in chambers discharged, 
| he must move before me in court to discharge the order.” The time 
for moving is, of course, within fourteen days, except by special 
leave.—RE PRETORIA-PIETERSBURG Rattway Co. (C. A., June 20), 
(W. N. 1904, p. 129), RE BryNnDU AND Porr “TaLBor COLLIERIES 
(Buckley, J., June 28). 








It does not often occur, says the St. James’s Gazette, that so ey | as fifty 


witnesses were subpcenaed on one side in a murder case. That, however, 
is what is happening in regard to the remarkable trial now going on at 
the Monaghan Assizes. The mere number of witnesses recalls the story of 4 
famous counsel, who, when told that five witnesses would be called who 
saw his client steal a certain article, retorted, ‘‘I have five hundred 





witnesses who wi.l swear that they didn’t see him steal it.’’ 
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New Orders, &c. 


Divorce and Matrimonial Causes. 
RULES PUBLICATION AcT, 1893. 


The following draft additional rule in Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes is published pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, by 
order of Sir Francis Henry Jeune, G.C.B,, President of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division of the High Court of Justice. 

Copies may be obtained from the King’s printer. 


DRAFT ADDITIONAL RULE, JULY, 1904. 
Previous Proceedings. . 


219. The affidavit filed with the petition as required by Rule 2 
shall further state whether or no there have been any, and if so what, 
proceedings previous thereto with reference to the marriage in the 
Divorce Division of the High Court by or on behalf of either of the 


parties to the marriage. 


The Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903. 


The followmg rules have been made by the Attorney-General, with the 
approval of the Lord Chancellor and the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in pursuance of section 2 of the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 


1903. 

1. Every clerk of assize and clerk of the-peace shall keep a list of 
solicitors who are willing to undertake the defence of poor prisoners, and 
shall insert in such list the names of all solicitors who are willing so to 
act. The name of any solicitor shall be removed from the list, either on 
the application of the solicitor himself or by direction of any judge of 
assize or chairman of quarter sessions. A copy of such list shall be sent 
‘oevery clerk to justices in the county or quarter sessions district. 

2. Every clerk of assize and clerk of the peace shall keep a list of 
the members of the bar attending the circuit or sessions who are willing to 
act as counsel for poor prisoners, and shall insert in such list the names 
of all such members of the bar who are willing so to act. 

3. Any certificate given by the justices in pursuance of section 1 of 
the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903, shall be in Form A in the schedule 
hereto. It shall as soon as it has been given be sent by the clerk to the 
justices to the clerk of assize or clerk of the peace, together with the 
name of the solicitor assigned. 

The certificate given by a judge of assize or chairman of quarter 
sessions shall be in Form B in the schedule hereto. 

4, Any justices, judge of assize, or chairman of quarter sessions who 
give such a certificate shall at the time assign to the prisoner from the 
list kept under rule a solicitor to whose services the prisoner shall be 
entitled. 

A copy of the depositions shall be furnished to the solicitor so assigned by 
~ justices’ clerk, clerk of assize, or clerk of the peace, as the case may 

De. 

5. Any member of the bar whose name appears upon the list kept under 
rule 2 may be instructed on behalf of the prisoner by the solicitor so 
assigned. 

SCHEDULE. 


Form A.—CertiricaTe or CoMMITTING JUSTICES. 


We [or I] the committing justice[s] in the case of , having 
regard to the nature of the defence set up by him, as disclosed in the 
evidence given before us [or me] [or in the statement made by him before 
us] [or in the evidence given and statement made by him before us], are 
[or am] satisfied that it is desirable in the interests of justice that he 
should have legal aid in the preparation and conduct of his defence, and 
that his means are insufficient to obtain such aid, and we [or I] therefore 
certify that the said ought to have such legal aid. 

A.B., 
C.D., 
Justice[s] of the Peace. 

Note-—The prisoner has been committed to Prison [or has been 
released on bail and may be communicated with at m 


Form B.—CertiricaTe or JuDGE orn CHAIRMAN. 


I, A.B, , having regard to the nature of the defence set up by 
: , a8 disclosed in the evidence given [or in the statement made by 
him] [or in the evidence given and statement made by him] before the 
committing justices, am satisfied that it is desirable in the interests of 
Justice that he should have legal aid in the conduct of his defence, and 
that his means are insufficient to enable him to obtain such aid, and I 
therefore certify that the said ought to have such legal aid. 
A.B. 


Judge of Assize or 
Chairman of Quarter Sessions or 
Recorder of 


Law Officers’ Department, 13th May, 1904. 
R. B. Fintay, Attorney-General. 





Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
DAVID v. REES AND OTHERS. No. 1. 7th June. 
Practice — Costs —Set-orr—* Parties ’’—INDEPENDENT PxroceEpIncs— 
R. S.C. LXV. 14; 27, sun-rvce 21. 


Original motion for a stay of execution as to costs. The plaintiff had 
advanced moneys to certain persons, including Thomas Rees and Ernest 
Rees, tor the use of a football club, upon their joint and several promise 
to repay the same. The club was an unincorporated body, Thomas Rees 
being its treasurer and Ernest Rees its secretary. A sum of £78 8s. 9d. 
being due in respect of the advances, the plaintiff sued Thomas aud Ernest 
Rees and the others in the High Court to recover the above amount. 
Judgment by default was obtained against Thomas Rees and another, and 
the action as against the others was remitted to the county court. At the 
trial in the county court the plaintiff recovered judgment against Krnest 
Rees and the other defendants for £72 8s. 9d., with costs, which were 
taxed at £33 2s. 2d. The football club received certuin moneys to the 
amount .of £84 12s. 5d., which were placed in a bank in the names of 
Thomas Rees, Ernest Rees, and Thomas William Griffiths, and held by 
them on behalf of the club. The above judgments remaining unsatistied, 
the plaintiff instituted garnishee proceedings in the High Court, alleging 
that there was a debt of £48 due from the club to Thomas Rees, and that 
Thomas Rees was entitled to an indemnity against the club's funds in 
respect of the judgment debt due from him to the plaintiff. The garniclee 
proceedings were entitled as between ‘‘ Morgan Richard David, judgment 
creditor, and Thomas Rees, judgment debtor ; the Aberaman Football Club, 
Thomas Rees, Ernest Rees, and Thomas William Griffiths, garnishees.’’ 
The plaintiff claimed to be entitled to be paid the amount of the 
judgment debt due from Thomas Rees out of the above-mentioned sum ot 
£84 12s. 5d. There being no denial of the debt of £48 from the club 
to Thomas Rees, the master and the judge at chambers mide an order 
that the garnishees should pay to the judgment creditor £48. Ernest Rees 
appealed, and the Court of Appeal allowed this appeal with costs there 
and below, and discharged the garnishee order against Thomas Kees, 
Ernest Rees, and Thomas W. Griffiths. Ernest Rees’ costs of the garnishee 
proceedings are taxed at £34 4s., and the plaintiff applied for a stay of 
execution as to these costs, and to set them off against the unsatisfied 
judgment debt and costs due to him from Emest Rees under the county 
court judgment. 

Tue Covrr (Corts, M.R., and Srre.ine, L.J.) dismissed the appli- 
cation, upon the ground that ord. 65, rr. 14 and 27 (21), only allowed a 
set-off of costs as between parties in the same acuon and not in 
independent actions or proceedings. In so holding they followed the 
decisions of the Divisional Court in Edwards v. Hope (33 W. R. 672, 14 
Q. B. D. 922), of Kay, J., in Blakey v. Latham (37 W. R. 569, 41 Ch. D, 
518), and of Chitty, J., in Ha»seli v. Stanley (44 W. R. 405; 1896, 1 Oh. 
607, upon ord. 65, r. 14, and of the’ Court of Appeal in Barker v. Hemming 
(5 Q. B. D. 609) upon the former ord. 6, r. 19, which was in the same 
terms as ord. 65, r. 27 (21).—Counset, W. D. Benson; Harold Simmons, 
Soricrrors, E. F. Turner §& Sons, for David Richards, Aberdare; Milner 
§ Bickford. 
[Reported by W. F. Bargy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


LOGAN v. BANK OF SCOTLAND AND OTHERS. No. '. ith July. 


Practice — Wrir — Servick — Scorrish Corroration CARRYING ON 
Business in Enctanp—‘“‘ Srarvrory Provision ReGuLatine SERVICE OF 
Process ’?—Crration AMENDMENT (ScoTLanp) Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vuicr. 
c. 77), s. 3—Oxp. 9, R. 8. 

Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of Bruce, J., in chambers affirming 
an order of the master setting aside the service of the writ of summons on 
the Bank of Scotland in London. The plaintiff resided in Scotland and 
the cause of action arose there. The claim indorsed on the weit was for 
damages for misrepresentation in floating a firm of James Young & Son 
into a limited liability company and for fraudulent misrepresentation 
alleged to be contained in a prospectus issued by the defendants. The 
Bank of Scotland was a Scottish corporation incorporated by an Act of the 
Parliament of Scotland, recognized and confirmed by various Acts of the 
Imperial Parliament. None of the Acts contained any provision as to 
service of process on the bank. The head office was in Edinburgh, but the 
bank had a branch office in the City of London. The writ, which was an 
ordinary writ for service within the jurisdiction, was served on the 
manager in London at the London branch. There were three other 
defendants, two of whom were resident in Scotland and one was resident 
in England. The defendant bank entered a conditional appearance and 
moved to set aside the service. The learned judge, affirming the master, 


set it aside, i ; 
Tur Covrr (Cotuiss, M.R., and Srrrtine, L.J.), having taken time to 


consider, allowed the appeal. t 

Srna, L.J., read the judgment of the cour, in which he said that it 
was clear thata foreign corporation, which carried on business in England, 
might be sued here, and the writ might be served on the proper officer of 
the corporation here in accordance with ord. 9, r. 8: Newby v. Von Oppen 
(20 W. R. 383, L. R.7 Q. B. 293); Haggin v. Comptoir d’ Escompte (37 
W. R. 703, 23 Q. B. D. 519), La Buurgogne (1899, A. C. 431). For this 
purpose a Scottish corporation was in the same position as a foreign cor- 
poration. It was said, however, that there existed ‘‘ statutory provision 








Approved, 


{ Hatsrvry, C. 
A. Akers Dovetas. 


regulating service of process’? within the meaning of ord. 9, r. 8, in 
accordance with which service could only be made at the head office of the 
bank. In cases under the Companies Clauses Act, 1845 (Palmer v. Caledo- 
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nian Railway Co., 40 W. R. 562; 1892, 1 Q. B. 823) and under the Com- 
panies Act, 1862 (Watkins v. Scottish Imperial Insurance Co., 37 W. R. 670, 
23 Q. B. D. 285) this was so; but no statute applicable to banking com- 
panies had been cited The Citation Amendment (Scotland) Act, 1882, 
was relied upon, but that Act related exclusively to service of process in 
Scotland, and did not contain any provision as to service of process 
issuing from an English court. Further, it was not necessary that the 
cause of action should have arisen in this country ; nor was it contrary to the 
policy of the law that actions of this kind should be brought in England 
when they might be brought in Scotland. Ord. 11, rr. 1 (e) and 2, expressly 
dealt with service out of the jurisdiction. The service, therefore, was 
regular.—CounseL, James Dunbar and Erie Dunbar ; Rufus Isaacs, K.C., 
Bremner, and Stair C. Agnew. Souicrrors, D. W. Drummond ; Ashurst, 
Morris, Crisp, § Co. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


GARBUTT (Appellant) ». DURHAM STANDING JOINT COMMITTEE 
(Respondents). No.1. 28th June. 


Porice — Penston — ‘‘ Approvep Service ’? —ContInvuity oF 
Poxtce Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 45), s. 1. 


Appeal from the judgment of a Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, C.J., 
and Lawrance and Kennedy, JJ.) upon a case stated by the quarter 
sessions of the county of Durham (reported in 52 W. R. 527; 1904, 
1 K. B. 522). The case was stated on an appeal by the appellant, a retired 
police constable, against the refusal of the respondents to admit his claim 
to a pension under the Police Act, 1890. The appellant joined the Durham 
county police force on the 7th of September, 1876, and resigned on the 
30th of April, 1831. He was re-instated on the 27th of August, 1881, and 
was called on to resign on the 9th of February, 1889, and on the Ist of 
April, 1889, he was again re-instated. He finally retired in May, 1902. 
His aggregate period of service exceeded twenty-five years, but he had not 
served continuously for that period. By section 1 of the Police Act, 1890, 
every constable in a police force ‘‘ (a) if he has completed not less than 
twenty-five years’ approved service shall on the expiration of 
such time not exceeding four months after he has given written notice to 
the police authority of his desire to retire as the police authority may 
fix be entitled without a medical certificate to retire and receive a pension 
for life. ” The respondents contended that it was necessary that 
the period of twenty-five years’ service should be continuous to entitle 
the appellant to a pension. The quarter sessions adopted this contention 
and dismissed the appeal. The Divisional Court affirmed the decision of 
quarter sessions. 

Tar Covrr (Cottims, M.R., and Srirutne, L.J., Matnew, L.J., dissent- 
ing) dismissed the appeal. 

Corus, M.R., said that ‘‘ twenty-five years’ approved service’? might 
mean either continuous or discontinuous service. That being so, they were 
entitled to look at other sections of the Act to see which meaning the 
words bore: see per Lord Herschell in Colquhoun v. Brooks (38 W. R. 289, 
at p. 291; 14 App. Cas. 493, at p.506). There were four or five provisions 
in the Act, all of which started from the standpoint that the service of a 
constable, to entitle him to a pension, must be continuous. Those enact- 
ments—section 4, sub-sections 4, 5; section 5, sub-section 5; section 21— 
provided in special cases that service which was broken might count for 
a pension. He was unable to account for those sections upon the 
hypothesis that they were inserted ex majori cauteld. The only way in 
which he could account for them was that service in section 1 meant 
continuous service. The appeal therefore failed. 

Srreiine, L.J., concurred, though he shared to a considerable degree 
the doubts and regrets expressed by Kennedy, J., in the Divisional Court. 

Marnew, L.J., dissented. In his opinion section 1 by itself did not 
require the service to be continuous, and it would be defeating the 
object of the Legislature—namely, to secure pensions to police constables 
after a certain number of years’ service—if they were to hold that the 
service must be continuous. In his opinion the subsequent sections 
referred to should not be read as a proviso on section 1 making it a con- 
dition that the service should be not only approved but also continuous. 
Those subsequent sections were passed alio intuitu, and did not affect the 
construction of section 1. In his opinion the service need not be con- 
tinuous.—CovunseL, Pickersgill, Simey, and J. A. Johnston ; Montague Shear- 
man, K.C., and Meynell. Soxtcrrors, Bell, Brodrick, § Gray, for A. Geipel, 
West Hartlepool ; Maude § Tunnicliffe, for Simey, Son, § Iliff, Sunderland. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


LAMSON PNEUMATIC TUBE CO. (LIM.) v, PHILLIPS. 
27th and 28th June. 


AGREEMENT—CovVENANT IN RestraAInt or TRADE—REASONABLENESS —PUBLIC 
Poricy —** Eastern HemispHeRe.”’ 


This was an appeal from a decision of Farwell, J. (reported W. N. 
1904, p. 56). The facts were as follows: The action was brought by the 
plaintiff company for an injunction to restrain the defendant for a 
period of five years from the 25th of March, 1902, from engaging in 
the ‘‘eastern hemisphere,’’ either individually or in partnership or as 
the agent, servant, or officer of any other person or persons, company 
or companies, in any business similar to the business which was at the 
date of and during the continuance of an agreement dated the 19th 
of August, 1899, or any extension thereof, carried on by the plaintiff 
company. It appeared that the plaintiff company was in the year 1899 
incorporated under the Companies Acts for the purpose of carrying on the 
business of the manufacture and sale of pneumatic tube systems for use in 
shops, stores, and other large buildings, for the conveyance or transmission 
of cash, documents, and small parcels from one part of the building to 
another. In 1899 the company purchased from an American company 


SERVICE— 
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called the Bostedo Pneumatic Tube Co. the business carried on in th, 
eastern hemisphere by the American company of manufacturers of ang 
dealers in appliances and mechanical contrivances adapted for use ; 
conveying or transferring moveables. By an agreement dated the 4th of My 
1899, and by clause 5 thereof, it was agreed that the Bostedo Co. shouij 
enter into a covenant with the plaintiff company so as to bind the Bostedy 
Co. and their agents and servants so far as they lawfully could or migh 
not to carry on in the eastern hemisphere (including Australasia), eithe 
directly or indirectly, in the name of the Bostedo Co. or in any othe 
name, or by means of any agent or agents, any business similar to that 
then carried on by the Bostedo Co. so far as the same related to equipping 
buildings with pneumatic tubes, or other apparatus as distinguished from 
underground pneumatic systems, for the conveyance or transportation of 
moveables. ‘The plaintiff company alleged that at the time of such 
purchase the defendant was the general agent of the Bostedo Co. and 
that the negotiations for such purchase were conducted by him on behalf 
of such company. By an agreement dated the 19th of August, 1899, ang 
made between the plaintiff company of the one part and the defendant of 
the other part, it was agreed that the defendant should be their genera 
agent, and should continue in the service of the plaintiffs for two year 
certain from the 5th of May, 1899, andthereafter until hisemployment should 
be determined by six months’ notice on either side. By clause 8 of the 
agreement it was provided that the defendant should for a period of five 
years from the time when his employment under the agreement or any 
extension thereof should cease be subject to the following restrictions—i¢, 
that he should not engage in the eastern hemisphere in any business similar 
to the business then or which might at any tims during the continuance 
of the agreement or any extension thereof be carried on by the plaintiff 
either directly or in partnership, or as the agent, servant, or officer of any 
other person or persons, company or companies. The defendant's 
employment expired on the 5th of May, 1901, but it was subsequently 
arranged that the defendant should continue to represent the company as 
an agent on commission for the purpose of obtaiming contracts for the 
company in London and the South of England. Subsequently the defend- 
ant had, in breach, as it was alleged, of the plaintiff’s agreement, entered 
into a similar business to that carried on by the plaintiff company as the 
agent of another company carrying on business in Eugland. The plaintiff 
company sought an injunction to restrain the defendant for the said period 
of five years, and claimed damages for the alleged breach. The defendant 
averred that under the circumstances it (the restraint) was unreasonable 
and void as being in general restraint of trade, and he denied that he was 
now agent for a company carrying on a similar trade to that of the plaintiff 
company. The action came before Farwell, J., who dismissed it without 
costs. His lordship held that the covenant was unreasonable as extending 
to the whole of the eastern hemisphere, and he held bimself bound by 
Dowden § Pook (Limited) v. Pook (ante, p. 50, 52 W. R. 97; 1904, 1 K.B, 
45). The plaintiff company appealed. 

Tue Court (Vaucuan Wiis and Romer, L.JJ., Cozens-Harpy, LJ,, 
dissenting) allowed the appeal. 

Vavcaan Wriirams and Romer, L.JJ., were of opinion that under the 
circumstances they ought to grant the injunction asked for, 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., dissented. His lordship considered that the 
covenant was contrary to public policy, and that it was wider than was 
reasonable. He thought Farwell, J.’s, decision was right.—Covnsel, 
Upjohn, K.C., and W. E. Vernon; Buckmaster, K.O., and R. R. Reew. 
Soxicrrors, W. H. Court ; G. W. Bower. 


[Reported by A. R. Taytour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re FARNHAW’S TRUSTS. LAW UNION AND CROWN INSURANCE 
CO v. HARTOPP AND JAFFRAY. No. 2. 30th June. 


SrTTLEMENT—F'REEHOLD AND LEASEHOLD Hovsrs—Reparrs UNDER NOTICE 
rrom Loca AuTtHoriry—Cost—CHarce on Corpus. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported 52 W. R. 
536). By a settlement made in 1882 on the occasion of his marriage Mr, 
W. B. Farnham became entitled to a life interest in the income arising 
from moneys the subject of the settlement, or from stocks and securities 
representing the same, and power was given to the trustees to invest 
moneys subject to the trusts of the settlement in the purchase of lands or 
hereditaments of freehold or leasehold tenure. In pursuance of this 
power the trustees purchased freehold and leasehold property, being 39, 
40, and 41, Foster-lane, in the City of London. W. B, Farnham mortgaged 
his life interest under the settlement to the plaintiffs. By an order made in 
1897 W. B. Farnham and his wife were absolutely debarred and foreclosed of 
all equity of redemption of, in, and to the mortgaged hereditaments thereit 
mentioned, which included the said premises, 39, 40, and 41, Foster-lane. 
In November, 1902, a notice was served under the Public Health (London) 
Act, 1891, and came to the hands of the defendants, the present trustee 
of the settlement, requiring certain sanitary works to be carried out on the 
said premises, 39, 40, and 41, Foster-lane; correspondence took place 
between the plaintiff company and the trustees, gnd it was finally arranged 
that the plaintiff company should complete the sanitary works without 
prejudice to the question as to the liability of the trustees. Kekewich, 
J., held that, there being no moneys in the hands of the trustee, 
section 15 of the Settied Land Act, 1890, could not be relied om, 
and the repairs having been done by persons other than the trustees, the 
costs could not be claimed as representing corpus. The plaintiff company 
appealed. 

Tue Court (VavcHaN Witiiams, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.), 
allowed the appeal. Their lordships were of opinion that in the circum 
stances of the case the plaintiffs were entitled to stand in the shoes of 
the trustees, as having done the work on behatf of the trustees. They 
would, therefore, be entitled, as representing the trustees, to a charge 
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1904, Ae 
ee 
d on in th the corpus for so much of the costs of the repairs as represented permanent | 13th of May) by this court, in the case of the London County Council v. 
arers of ang improvements. The court was not exercising any jurisdiction under the | I//wminated Advertisement Co., that certain advertisement cases similar in 
| for use j Settled Land Acts.—Covnset, Badcock, K.C., and E. 8, Ford; Lawrence, construction to the one in Hull’s case were not constructions within 
2 4th of May, K.C., and Church ; Stamp. Soxicrrors, Robins, Hay, Waters, § Hay; | the meaning of section 22 of the Act of 1894. The county council there- 
> Co. should Church, Adams, § Prior. fore desired to obtain an authoritative decision on this point. The 
the Bostedy [Reported by J. I, Static, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] magistrate had refused to convict on the ground that the state of 
. or might, a law, as oy ae by me wag — cited, left the matter in doubt 
18), either . tes and expressed the opinion that if the county council had made a bye- 
1 any othe High Court—Chancery Division. law tor deal with these signs, these rrrane: i would never have sl 
nilar to that Re PRETORIA-PIETERSBURG RAILWAY CO, (LIM.). Buckley, J. taken out. He thought that it was only by straining the meaning of 
aie a 5th July. peta es -“s ig bree _ —_ of case was ee within them at all. 
ished from \ ra ne Re 5 ae acaiiaien ccordin, e dismisse th summonses an ve the defendant hi 
ae xy—Companres WINpING-Up—APPLICATION UNDER Compantes Act BY. gore ee Conca as 
2ortation of vom 10, s. 25—Creprror Resipent Aproap—Secvuniry ror Costs. ” | costs. [During the argument Lord Atversronr, O.J., said it was greatly to 
1e Of such ‘ : pies te be regretted that the numerous decisions of the Divisional Court had not 
do Co. and The above company being in course of voluntary liquidation, Mr. Jan | established a rule by which these cases could be decided. That doubt 


Volker, of Haarlem, in Holland, on the 16th of April, 1904, took out a 













was due in some measure to the Divisional Court not being more uniformly 


m on behalf “ : A 
t, 1899, an summons as creditor of the company under section 138 of the Companies | constituted. As it was, these varying decisions exis 

efendant : Act, 1900, against the liquidators for a declaration that he was entitled to | were binding on that court. He thought that the Poe on yd rye 
1eir general rove for £120 in respect of a claim sent in by him. On the 30th of April, | would do wisely if they raised the question by some form of procedure 
mr two years 1904, the liquidators took out a summons that Mr. Volker might be ordered | that would enable them to carry the case to the Court of Appeal. If th- 
nent should to give security for costs in the sum of £25, upon the ground of his residing | decision in Hu'l’s case laid down the true test, then it was a question «f 
ise 8 of the abroad, ‘The registrar before whom the matter came refused to make fact, and the decision would turn in each case on the facts proved. 
riod of five the order. Counsel for the liquidators now moved to discharge the | Counsel replied he would see what could be done to follow out this 


ent or any 
otions—i.e, 
ness similar 
ontinuance 
he plaintiff 


order of the registrar, and that the order for security of costs should be 
made, contending that under rule 201 of the Companies (Winding-up) 
Rules, 1903, the practice of the High Court governed the case, and not the 
bankruptcy practice. They cited Fontaine’s case (37 W. R. 680, 41 Ch. D. 
118) and Crozat v. Brogden (38 Soxtcrrors’ JourNAL, 255; 1894, 2Q. B 30) 
as to the practice of the High Court. Counsel for Mr. Volker contended 













suggestion. | 

Lord Atversronr, C.J., 1m giving judgment, said he thought that the 
tule should be granted, although it was doubtfulif they could, when the 
rule came on for argument, do more than follow one or other of the decided 
authorities. It seemed to him that the county council might very properly 
make a bye-law to deal with these sign cases. 


icer of an 

lefendant's that the bankruptcy practice applied, and that the court had a discretion | nn : = 

beequentty whether or not ft should make the order where the party was out of the Da Bee A —— me tonem, FF. 

ompany as jurisdiction, and he referred to Re Gaetano Semenza (38 Soxicrrors’ (Re $ teh be Dantes Bien, Ven, Bethea ten) 

cts tor the Jovenat, 60; 1894, 1 Q. B. 15) and to Re Vanderhégé (20 Q. B. D.-146). po 7 > Sao. FEN 

he defend. Bucxtey, J.—Under section 138 of the Companies Act, 1862, as| THE PRUDENTIAL ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.) v. COMMISSIONERS OF 
INLAND REVENUE. Channell, J. 29th June. 


nt, entered 
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amended by section 25 of the Act of 1900, the creditor is provided with a 
short and speedy method of proceeding by summons for establishing his 















Revenve-Stramp—‘ Otp AGE ENDowMENT witH Lire AssuRANCE ’’—Po icy 


he plainti claim instead of proceeding by action. It would be a strange thing if in ig ong RE ge d sig mabey . a 
said veal the case of an dim he could be ordered to give security for costs, but - La rE INsuRANcE—OONTRACT OF Insvpance Stamp Act, 1891, s. 98. 
defendant not in the case of asummons. ‘The general rule as to ordering security of Special case stated by the Commissioners of Toland Revenue. On the 
reasonable costs is that if there are no special circumstances in the case, and the 13th of January , 1904, an instrument was presented on behalf of the 
hat he was claimant or actor is not bringivg a cross action, or the other party has not | Prudential Assurance Co.:to the commissioners for their opinion as to the 
he plaintiff funds of the actor in his hands, or if the actor has not property within the | 8@™p duty with which the instrument was chargeable. ‘Lhe instrument 
it without jurisdiction which can be reached, the plaintiff or actor can be made to rag Lg Megan Paco nn png pony aA “a 
. wv 308 > s 4 * .” . , 
extending give security for costs where he is out of the jurisdiction. By rule 201 of the and contained provisions to the efffect Bon nh the payment of 6d. weekly 


bound by 
4,1K.B, 


RDY, LJ, 


under the 


Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1903, where no other provision is made 
by the Act or Rules, the practice shall, unless the court otherwise in 
special cases directs, in the High Court be in accordance with the rules 
and practice of the High Court. Having regard to that rule, I think the 
ordinary practice of the High Court applies. In bankruptcy there are 
special rnles as to security for costs. Ruies 138 and 148 deal with the 







until the age of sixty-five years was reached or death ensued the company 
would make one or other of the following payments, according to the 
event which happened: (1) Ifthe assured shall attain the age of sixty-five 
years, then upon proof . . . the company shall pay to the assured 
such sum as, according to the age of the assured at entry, is ascertainable 
from the table annexed as payable in the event ; or (2) in the alternative, it 


matter. There are no corresponding rules ia company winding-up. In : . 
that the my judgment the ordinary rules of the High Court apply to a creditor the assured shall die under the age of sixty-five years, cog A - + +. the 
then oan claiming by summons in a winding up whether voluntary, under super- | COMpany Shall pay to the executors or administrators of the assured the 
Loven vision, or by the court, and I order Mr. Votker to pay £25 as security for | SU™ of £30. . . .” Thecommissioners being of opinion that the main 
7 ae the costs of his application.—CounsrL, Younger, K.C., and Bischof"; part of the contract was the promise to pay the sum of £95 upon the 


R. Reeve, 


assured attaining the age of sixty-five years, and that the promise to pay 


Bisschop, Soutcrrors as, Bischoff, 8 % » B . ry & 
Cayley. PSS, Hepes, SSG, Aan Oe, © Seay Se the lesser sum on his dying before that age was merely incidental thereto, 
{Reported by Nevitie Tessutt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] decided that the instrument was not, as contended by the appellants, a 
= Tr AEDe Te ee EX policy of life insurance as defined in section 98 (1) of the Stamp Act, 1891, 
RANCE ' : ieee and assessed the duty thereon, under the heading ‘‘ mortgage, bond, 
; High Court—King’s Bench Division. debenture, covenant " in the first schedule of the Stamp Act, 1891, at 
— ° 2s. 6d., as being for the ment of money not exceeding £100. ‘The 
x Nome THOMAS CHILVERS » SCHENZIE. Ex parte YEE LONDON COUNTY | a ellants Perse. A ad sbunieah Gin Ga tain Geko weiter of 
COUNCIL, Div. Court. 5t y insurance within section 98 of the Stamp Act, 1891, as it depended on 
52 W.R. Merroporis—Generat Line or Burapines—“ Structure ’’—‘ Prosecrion”’ | ‘‘ any life or lives,’’ and Law v. London Indisputable Life Policy Co. (1 K. & J. 
riage Mr, [utumiwatep Sian Arrixep To Watt,or Hovse—Lonpon Buitpine Act, | 228) was referred to. For the respondents the contrary was argued, and 
e arising 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. e. ccxm.), 8. 22—Lonpon Burupinc (AMENDMEN') | Limmer Ashphalte Co. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (W. R. 7 Ex. 217) was 
securities Act, 1898 (61 & 62 Vicr. c. cxxxvmt.), 8. 7. relied on. ’ 
to invest Counsel on behalf of the London County Council applied for a rule | CHANwett, J., heldthat, even admitting the instrument to be a policy of 
' lands or against Mr. Haden Corser, police magistrate, of Worship-street, requiring | insurance, it was nevertheless impossible to say it was not also a polivy 
e of this him to state a case. ‘Two summonses were taken out by Chilvers on behalf | Of life insurance within the meaning of section 98. Therefore the appeal 
eing 39, of the L.C.C. against the defendant Schenzik, who was the proprietor | Would be allowed and the policy declared a policy of life insurance. — 
iortgaged of the-Russian Vapour Baths at No. 86 to 88, Brick-lane, Stepney CounseL, Danckwerts, K.C., aud Vaughan Hawkins ; Sir R. B. Finloy, A.G., 
bee & _ the London Building Acts. The first summons was under section = 8. A. T. Rowlatt. Sorscrrons, W. Gamble; The Solicitor of Inland 
eclosed of 400, sub-section 3 (a), of the London Building Act, 1894, as amended b evenue. : 
2 o— — 7 of the Eicaer Act of 1898, cor betas unlawfully erected 4 [Reported by Enskixe Reso, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 
iter- lane. structure—namely, a large illuminated sign constructed of iron, lead, and . 
(London) glass affixed tothe wall af the house 11 feet above the pavement—in con- ATIAUEA 8. GIN) «. HE. Sime, 5. lcuy 
t trustees travention of the provisions of Part III. of the said Act (see section 22), | Revenve—Income Tax—Caticue Beps—Manvracrure or Nitrates axp 
ut on the The other summons was under section 22, sub-section 11 (j), in respect of | ToptNe—Exnavusrion or Bepvs—Drpvcrion rrom Gross Prorrrs—16 & 17 
ok place the sign as an extension beyond the general line of buildings amounting to| V7: ©: 34, Scurpute D. 
arranged a" projection ’’ from the building contrary to the provirions of section 73 Case stated by the Commissioners for the General Purposes of the 
| without (8) of the Act of 1898. The county council, having regard to the way in | Income Tax Acts upon an appeal by the company against an assessment 
ekewich, Which the sign was fastened to the building, were of opinion that it was | made upon them under Schedule D of the Act of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 34 for the 
trustees, part of the building, and therefore a ‘structure’? within the meaning of | year ending the 5th of April, 1901, of £67,950 based upon the company’s 
lied on, section 22 of the Act of 1894, and they, following Coburg Hotel v. London | printed accounts for the three preceding years ended the 31st of December, 
tees, the County Council (63 J. P. 805), gave notice to the defendant for its removal, | 1899. The point raised by the case was whether the undertaking of the 
com pany In the case of London County Council v. Hull (1901, 1 K. 3B. 580, 17 Times | company wasa manufacture or a mine, the distinction being that in the 
L. R. 270) an illuminated sign used for displaying an advertisement of | former case the company would be entitled to deduct in respect of the 
, LJ), Edwards’ Dessicated Soup was held not to be a projection, and the court | caliche—the raw material from which nitrates and iodine are extracted— 


consumed each year from their property. 


circum (Bruce and Phillimore, JJ.) there intimated that the test of whether an 
Cuannext, J. (in giving judgment), said that the process of manufac- 





shoes of extension was a ‘ projection ’’ within the meaning of section 73 (8) was a f 
ey question of fact—-namely, whether or not it formed part of the architec- | turing nitrates was one which necessarily exhausted the raw material, and 
harge on tural structure of the building, More recently it had been held (on the! in all cases where it was necessary to ascertain for the purposes of taxa- 
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tion the annual value or income of a business of that description the 

problem was of considerable difficulty. It arose in the cases of mines and 

quarries. In most cases the Income Tax Acts provided a conventional 

rule which had to be followed in estimating the annual value of the 
undertakings. Income was assessed on the same basis, whether it was | 
permanent or temporary. That was considered, and with some reason, to 

be rather hard, but it was the law and it was a clue to the solution of the | 
difficulties which would otherwise not be easy to solve, especially in assess- | 
ing mines. The mine-owner started with his stock of ore or coal and 

worked it out. In the course of time his stock became exhausted, but 

the mine-owner had to pay income tax on what he got out of the mine less 

current expenses of getting it, and he was not allowed any deduction for 

the originai cost of acquiring the mine. Everything depended upon the 

nature of the concern or adventure that was being assessed. On the | 
other hand, where the business of the company was a manufacturing 
business, the procuring of the raw material would be a current expenditure 
and not a capital expenditure ; but if the working of the undertaking was | 
that of a mine, then it was capital, and under the Act no allowance could 

be made in respect of capital: Knowles v. McAdam (3 Ex. D. 23), Coltness Iron | 
Co. v. Black (6 App. Cas. 315). This wasting of capital was usually met by | 
a sinking fund in order to meet the ultimate exhaustion of the entire 
capital and to keep it intact. If, therefore, this adventure was one in 
which the stock of caliche was part of its capital, the appellants could not 
claim any allowance for the portion used up from year to year, although | 
in fact it was exhausting its capital and was being charged in respect of | 
temporary income only. He thought there could be no question on the | 
farts as stated in the case that this company was really formed to carry on 

a business in which the stock started with the raw material in the 

beds was the capital of the business. The substance of the case was 

that this company must be dealt with as a company formed for the 

purpose of working and developing a bed of caliche, and therefore 

clearly chargeable under the Income Tax Acts for all the anrual amount 

they got out of the business. The company worked this particular bed or 

mine, and the price they paid for the concession was the capital with 

which it started, and in respect of the diminution of which no deduction 

could be allowed. It was an exhaustion of capital, and, therefore, the 

decisicn of the commissioners disallowing the claim of the company to 

deduct the value of the caliche as raw material acquired for the purpose 

of manufacture was right, and the appeal must be dismissed with costs.— 

Covnset, Danckwerts, K O., and Bremner ; Sir R. B. Finlay, A.G., and Rouwiatt. 

Soxtcrrors, Ashurst, Morris, § Co. ; The Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





Solicitors’ Cases. | 

Re LINSLEY. CATTLEY +. WEST. Warrington, J. 28th and 29th June. | 
TrusteE—Co-rrusters—Breach or Trust—Soriciror-TRusTEE— ACTING 

Trustre—Action ny Benericiranres—Costs or Lay Trustre—INDEMNITY. 

This was an action brought by beneficiaries under the will of Sarah 
Linsley against the trustees of the will for breach of trust in lending the 
trust funds upon equitable mortgages, asking for an account upon the 
footing of breach of trust, and for other relief. One of the trustees, Mr. k. W. 
West, was a solicitor; the other trustee, Mr. J. F. Hartley, was a retired 
medical man. Mr, West had from the first been the active trustee, and 
hade made the advances in question. In November, 1901, the tenant for 
life of the trust funds died, and the plaintiffs became entitled in possession. 
They thereupon began to ask the trustees for information as to the trust 
eecurities and for an account of the trust estate. These they were, how- 
ever, unable to obtain. They thereupon brought this action. The 
defendant Hartley delivered a claim in the action to his co-defendant West 
claiming to be indemnified by West against all liability which might be 
established against him in the action, and against any costs he might have 


a, 
to pay in the action, and a'so asking for his costs of his claim for indemnity 
West pleaded that the mortgages upon which the trust funds had ye, 
advanced were sufficient, and it ultimately appeared at the trial that oy 
of the mortgages, called Piggott’s mortgage, upon which a considera}, 
sum had been advanced, was a legal mortgage, and that there would be» 
loss to the estate. The action accordingly resolved itself into a question g 
costs. 

Warrineron, J., held that in consequence of the neglect of West t 
furnish information and accounts, he must pay the plaintiffs their costs g 
the action ; and also that as between himself and the plaintiffs, Hari 
must pay them their costs His lordship continued: Next the 
arises a more serious question as between the defendants with regard to th 
costs of the action. West is a solicitor, Hartley is not. The investmeny 
of the trust funds, except Piggott’s mortgage, were made to clients o 
West. West says that Hartley was informed concerning them. I accey 
that. But West was the active person in the administration of the trust, 
and if he had kept reasonable records of what he had done there ought ty 
have been no difficulty in furnishing the beneficiaries with informatin 
of what had taken place, and of the state of the trust fund 
West was asked for a whole year by Hartley for this information. I acquit 
West of any dishonesty. But I think that he should have acted in a mm 
reasonable and a more businesslike manner. He is a solicitor and , 
responsible to his client. It is recognized in the cases of Re Turner (4 
Soxricrrors’ Journat, 313; 1897, 1] Ch. 537) and Lockhart v. Reilly 
W. R. 438, 1 D. G. & J. 464) that as between two trustees, if one is, 
solicitor and the other not, that fact makes a difference in considering 
whether the one is not bound to indemnify the other. And I think thisi 
reasonable, because a trustee properly looks to the solicitor to do th 
proper thing in connection with the administration of the trust estat, 
Hartley naturally trusted West in all his dealings with the estate. Th 
conclusion I have come to is that West must not only pay the costs of the 
plaintiff himself, and indemnify Hartley against these costs, but must aly 
pay Hartley his costs of the action us between solicitor and client— 
CounsEL, Rowden, K.C., and A. Adams; E. A. Nepean; Norton, K.C., ani 
M. L. Romer. Soxtcrrors, Burch, Whitehead, § Davidsons ; Sharpe, Parke, 
Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford ; Crissman, Prichard, Crossman, & Bloch, ta 
S. Wise §& Son, Ripon. 

‘Reported by Nevit_e Tessutt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this society will be hdi 
at the Society’s Hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 22nd ¢ 
July. 1904, at 2 p.m. The following are the provisions of bye-law 15s 
to the business to be transacted at an annual general meeting, namely :- 
‘The business of an annual general meeting shall be the election d 
president, vice-president, and members of Council, as directed by th 
Charter, and also the election of auditors; the reception of the account 
submitted by the auditors for approval, the reception of the annual report 
of the Council, and the disposal of business introduced by the Counell 
and of any other matter which may consistently with the Charter and bye 
laws be introduced at such meeting.’’ Below will be found the names ¢ 
the candidates nominated to fill the twelve vacancies in the Council, andi 
the offices of president, vice-president, and auditors, with the uames ani 
addresses of their nominators. 

Presentation of prizes and certificates. 

Mr. Phillimore will ask certain questions relating tc smoking and tht 
service of refreshments in the Common Room. 

E. W. Wiiramson, Secretary. 


List or QvuatirreD Mempers or tHe Socrery Nominatep AS Mempers OF THE CouncrL To BE ELECTED AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEEFTING 


ON THE 22ND or Juty, 1904. 


| 








Name of Candidate. Address. Names of Nominators. Address, 
Sir John Gray Hill 10, Water-street, Liverpool 
Thomas Marshall... ... -. | 8, Albion-place, Leeds. 
Charles Mylne Barker 15, Bedford-row, W.C._... wo Andrew A. Collyer- Bristow - | 4, Bedford-row, London. 


Thomas William Bischoff ... 4, Great Winchester-street, E.C.... 





Frank Brinsley-Harper (of the firm 
of Lumley & Lumley) ... | 15, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C. 
John Wreford Budd ... : | 24, Austen Friars, E.C. 
| 
Harvey Clifton a is ied | 4, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. | 


| 


; ... | 12, New-court, Carey-street, W.C. 
(of the firm of Sharpe, Parker, 
& Co.) 

Sir John Gray Hill, President... 


10, Water-street, Liverpool. 
Thos. Rawle, Vice- Presiden 


"% Arthur Sharpe... " 
( 1, Bedford-row, W.C. 
{ 


Thomas Marshall ... oe 8, Albion- place, Leeds. 

\ C. H. Morton ve er ..- | 18, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
Sir John Watney ... eas -«» | Mercer’s Hall, E.C. 
John Arscott Bartrum «. | 9, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C. 
W. Joynson Hicks... 13, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C. 
Henry J. Humm 6, Old Jewry, E.C. 


{ Frank Dawes sabe “ «-- | 50, Old Broad-street, E.C. 

| Sir James T. Woodhouse... .- | Hull, 

(Wm. J. Bull, M.P. “= ..- | Vencourt, Hammersmith. 

Wm. George tee Garcelyn, Criccieth, N. Wales. 

Augustus Helder, M.P. Corkickle, Whitehaven, and Cons 
tutional Club, London, W.C. 

8, Lancaster-place, Strand. 

31, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 


4 Thos, Skewes-Cox, M.P. ... 
J. Bamford Slack, M.P. ... si 
Luke White, M.P.... ose .. | Driffield. 
A. Rhys Roberts ... és ... | 63, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 
\ Louis Tillett, M.P.... om «+ | Norwich. 
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Next ther Samuel Garrett j Rectory House, St. Michael's Alley, 
regard to the Cornhill 
> investments ; - * 7 
fo clients William Howard Gray Ormond House, Great Trinity- 
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ere ought t Henry Edward Gribble | 38, Bedford-row, W.C. 
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18, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

10, Water-street, Liverpool. 

1, Bedford-row, W.C. 

8, Albion-place, Leeds. 

18, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

9, a Tbhrogmorton-street, 
E 


66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
10, Water-street, Liverpool. 
1, Bedford-row, W.C. 
8, Albion-place, Leeds. 
. | 18, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
.. | 1, Bedford-row, W.C. 
. | 1, Copthall-buildings, E.C. 
. Oxford. 
... | 15, Bedford-row, W.C. 

. | 1, Copthall-buildings, E.C. 
64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
1, Bedford-row, W.C. 

1, Copthall-builnings, E.C. 
East Parade, Sheffield. 


C. H. Morton ‘as ot 

| ,Sir John Gray Hill, President 
Thos. Rawle, Vice-President 
Thos. Marshall «se 
C. H. Morton 

| ‘R. Pennington 

R. W. Tweedie... 

Maurice A. Tweedie 

Richard Dawes 


J. A. Burrell on roe 
Sir John Gray Hill, President 
Thos. Rawle, Vice-President. 
Thomas Marshall .. 
C. H. Morton 
Thomas Rawle 
E. J. Bristow = 
Thomas M. Davenport 
Chas, M. Barker ... 
E. J. Bristow 
R. Pennington 
Thos. Rawle 
E. J. Bristow 
Herbert Hughes ... on | 
| (President Sheffield District 
|| Incorporated LawSociety) ~ | 
4 Phillip K. Wake ... ove ese | 
| (Vice-President of the Sheffield | 
Incorporated District Law | 
L Society) | 





aoe 


25, Bank-street, Sheffield. 


List or Quatirrep Mempers Proposep as PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Thomas Rawle, as President... ‘| 1, Bedford-row, W.C. 


Vice- } | 


Wm.. Francis Fladgate, as 


| 1, Craig’s-court, Charing Cross, 
President | 


Strand 


’ will be heli 


34, Bedford-row, W.C. 
19, Surrey-street, Strand, W.C. 

... | 34, Bedford-row, W.O. 
. | 19, Surrey-street, Strand, W.C. 


James 8. Kingdon... 
Charles Martineau ... 
James 8. Kingdon... 
Charles Martineau ... 


[ 
t 
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wr Sad John Stephens Chappel F.C.A. i ’s-inn- | { Edmund Church 11, Bedford-row, W.C. 
ye-law 15 Pee eggees, FA. | 35, See eS - {RW Tweedie 5, Lineoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
> ecticy Mi Harmer Steele... . | -hi : | { E. J. Wilde... 21, College hill, E.C. 
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The Land Transfer Acts. 


Ix charging the Grand Jury at the Tewkesbury Quarter Sessions, the 
Recorder (Mr. Stroud) said: ‘‘ There is a legal meter which I know some- 
thing about—the Land Transfer Bill. It is no use crying over spilt milk, 
80 lift up my voice again to warn not only Tewkesbury, but the whole 
county, against the burden this matter would entail on the rates. 
London has been chosen to try the experiment, and they have been 
building a place, that I pass by daily, and spending, I believe, nearly 
half-a-million of money. Jt is a funny thing to me that they should 
choose London. The first thing they would have to do in Gloucestershire 
would be the housing, though that would of course not be so large, but it 
= be a heavy expense on the rates. Then there would be a staff of 
= cials to keep the thing going. If it was going todo good there would 
seroma np dlng it, acl the only persons it would be doing good to were 
Oo own ropert i : 

atoala ne Meee | property, and it seems hard that the rates 
a ng ail, connection with this thing, and I can say it does not benefit 
say Lhave found delay, expense, and an interference with the liberty of 
bomen. with property, and I have never found the slightest fmecemn | of 
br eereee. Mr. Edward Wood, of the Permanent Tem 
in Lowi just by St. Paul’s Cathedral, one of the largest building societies 
whe ndon, had a desire to welcome the Bill, but could not do so as it 
a graces addition to the cost in dealing with properties. I 
oe gt is to put you on your guard, and to exert what influence you 
a, weap. | council, My advise is: Don't go wasting the public 
It sate oe establishment of Land Transfer in the county ot Gloucester. 
will « ot be brought into your midst save by the county council, andit 

ertainly delay matters. It does seem strange that public money 


sh ' : 
ea wk wasted for the benefit of a class that is capable of taking care 
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loucestershire man as any one of you.” 








d. 
“E.. 
_A recent appeal was 


t to have been , says the Globe, officially stated in the daily cause 


, E.0. “set down March 3, 1204. 


As a small landowner in London I have been | 


it is a positive waste of public money. I should like to. 


rance Building | 


I speak this from my own experience just in a business- | 
apart from any feeling, and as a fellow countryman, for | am as 











Obituary. 


Sir W. H. Rattigan. 


Sir William Henry Rattigan, K.C., M.P., died on Monday as the result 

of a motor accident. He had, we believe, been in the House of Commons 

| two or three hours before the accident, and had left by motor-car for 

Blackwood, Lanarkshire. At Langford, near Biggleswade, the car was 

overturned and Sir William was picked up dead. He was called to the bar 

| in 1873, and practised at first in India. He became an Assistant Com- 

missioner at Lahore, and was subsequently Judge of the High Court of the 

Punjaub He was an additi nal member of the Supreme Legislative 

| Council in India from 1892 to 1893. He was an Hon. LL.D. of Glasgow, 

and was knighted in 1893. In 1893 he was made a Queen’s Counsel, and 

last year became a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. He was the author of works 
on Hindu Jaw and jurisprudence. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


| Mr. A. Cravens Satrer, K.C., has been appointed Recorder of Poole, i? 
| the room of Mr. G. Pitt-Lewis, K.C., resigned. 
Mr. Groror Cave, K.C , has been appointed Recorder of Guildford, in 
the room of Mr. R. M. Bray, K.C., on his appointment as one of his 
Majesty’s judges. 


Information Required. 


Rosert Barrows Locxryeton (deceased).—Information is required as to 
| will dated subsequent to the 30th of August, 1901, of Robert Barrows 


Lockington, deceased, formerly of Nottingham and Retford, but recently 
of Willesden, inden Ootmuntentions should be sent to Mr. Alfred 
| Double, solicitor, 91, Fore-street, Cripplegate, London, E.C. 
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Messrs. Cooper & Bake, solicitors, 6 and 7, Portman-street, London, 
W., desire to communicate with Mr. Str. Gzorce Kerr, formerly of No. 1, 
Plowden-buildings, Temple, Barrister-at-Law, or his representatives, 
respecting the affairs of the late Freperick Joun Latty, deceased, 
formerly a porcelain manufacturer of Worcester. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


The business carried on for some years past by the late Mr. Thomas 
Cave, in partnership with Mr. Francis William Darch, under the style of 
Cave & Co., at 20, Eastcheap, London, will in future be carried on at the 
same address under the same name by Mr. Darcu in partnership with Mr. 
Agravr Hayter Crickmay, who has hitherto been practising at 32, Great 
St. Helens, E.C., and Mr. Witrrep Cxar.es RunDLE. 


Dissolutions. 


Epwarp Movuntrorp Coteman and Freperic James Wuiretey, solicitors 
(Coleman & Whiteley), Redditeh and Studley. June 30. 

Watter Grover and Lovet SmeaTuman, solicitors (Grover & Smeath- 
man), Hemel Hempstead. Dec. 31. 

Artuur Hussey and Jonn Anet Incpen, solicitors (Hussey & Ingpen), 
11, Stone’s-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn. June 24. [ Gazette, July 1. 

Watrer Gurney Winter and Howarp Joun Banrrvert, solicitors 
(Gurney Winter, Bartlett, & Ruddle), 7 and 8, Southampton-buildings, 
Chancery-lane, Loudon, and 118, Greenwich-road, and 76s, High-street, 
Lewisham. May 10. Mr. W. Gurney Winter will continue to practise as 
heretofore at the said addrerses under the style of Gurney Winter & 
Ruddle. [ Gazette, July 5. 





General. 


Mr. Justice Wright is stated to be improving, and to able with some help 
to walk a few steps. 


Mr. Justice Wills is, says the Times, improving in health, and will, 
according to present arrangements, proceed to the Chester Assizes on 
Monday, the 18th inst., where he will be joined by Mr. Justice Kennedy. 

The annual dinner of the Hardwicke Society will take place at the 
Trocadero Restaurant on Friday, the 22nd inst., when the members will 
celebrate the 40th year of Sir Edward Clark’s membership of the bar, he 
having been called in November, 1864. 


It is stated that an action has been instituted in the Edinburgh Court of 
Session to reduce the will of Sheriff Thomas, who was Sheriff of Orkney 
and Shetland. In his will the Sheriff ordered that he was to be buried in 
a wicker coffin so as to be ‘‘ handy for the scramble at the resurrection.’’ 


It is announced in the London Gazette that the Lords Commissioners of 
His Majesty’s ‘Treasury have appointed Mr. J. D. Stuart Sim to be Chief 
Registrar of Friendly Societies, in succession to Mr. E. W. Brabook, C.B., 
retired, and have appointed Mr. T. Hall Hall to be Assistant Registrar of 
Friendly Societies, vice Mr. J. D. Stuart Sim. 

Lord Justice Romer presided on Friday week at the Hotel Cecil at the 
first annual dinner of past and present members of Trinity Hall, Cambridge. 
The compavy mcluded the Master of Trinity Hall, Mr. J. W. Mellor, K.C., 
Sir Charles Dilke, M.P., Sir R. Temple, Sir Walter Colvin, Sir J. R. Paget, 
Judge Lumley Smith, K.C., Judge Lush Wilson, K.C., Judge Reginald 
Brown, _K.C., and many other members of the bar. ‘The Master, in 
responding to the toast of ‘‘The Hall,’’ proposed by the chairman, said 
that in proportion to its size it had sent out more distinguished sons into 
the world than any other college in the country. 


The Dublin correspondent of the Zunes announces the death on Monday 
of Mr. Robert Keating Clay, J.P., who last year was president of the 
Incorporated Law Society of Ireland. He was the senior member of the 
firm of Casey & Clay. He was vice-chairman of the Dublin County 
Council, vice-chairman of the Richmond Lunatic Asylum Board, and 
chairman of the Daikey District Council. He was also a member of the 
Royal Dublin Society, a member of the Council of the Dublin Chamber 
of Commerce, and vice-president of the Art Union of Ireland. He held 
high rank in the Masonic order, and was concerned in the promotion of 
many important local measures. 


According to the New York Times, Judge Keogh, of the Supreme Court 
of the State of New York recently had before him on trial an ‘accident 
case’’ where the plaintiff's claim was that the plaintiff was thrown from a 
car because it was started too soon, and before she was fairly aboard. The 
defendant claimed that the plaintiff jumped while the car was in motion, 
and so sustained her injury through her own fault. Judge Keogh 
delivered a charge which the plaintiff's attorney thought might tell against 
him with the jury. In an effort to counteract this and to have the last 
word with the jury favourable to his client, he requested the judge to 
charge the jury that they must take into consideration the inherent pro- 
bability of cach story. ‘‘I so charge,” said Judge Keogh, and to the 
discomfiture of the lawyer, who tells the story with much relish, the judge 
added, “‘also the inherent improbability of each story.” The jury 
promptly brought in a verdict for the defendant. 








The directors of the Law Guarantee and Trust Society (Limited) have 
declared an interim dividend (free of income tax) of 4 per cent. for the 
half year ending the 50th of. June, 1904, payable to the shareholders at 
that date. Mr. Ronald Peake, of the firm of Messrs. Peake, Bird, Collins, 
& Co., 6, Bedford-row, W.C., solicitors, has joined the board. 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF ReGisTRars In ATTENDANCE ON 









Date Emercexcy Appeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justigg 
7 OTA. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Farweu, 
Monday, July ............ 11 Mr. Carrington Mr. King Mr. R. Leach Mr. Pemberty 
Tuesday. :......+.... ove Beal Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
Wednesday ........ eS Jackson King R. Leach Pembertog 
TRTGURT, 00 vevces c0tceee Pemberton Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
na Godfrey King R. Leach Pembertig 
Saturday ....0-..cs0reeere 5 R. Leach Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. J 
Date Buck.ey. Joyce. Swixren Eapy, Wasneal 
Monday, July ............ 11 Mr. Greswell Mr. Beal Mr. W. Leach Mr. Church 
OO as Church Carrington Theed Greswell 
Wednesday ............... 13 Greswell Beal W. Leach Theed 
Thursday Pec} Church Carrington Theed W. Leach 
Friday ... et) Greswell Beal W. Leach Farmer 
Saturday ...cccccercsrorees 16 Church Carrington Theed King 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


July 12.—Messrs. BEapEL, Woop, & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—The Essex Estates of th 
late Henry Cline, Esq.: Valuable Freehola Estates and Manors, comprising—In th 
parishes of Tolleshunt Knights and Messing, about 3} miles from Kelveden: Bos 
Hall Farm, Five Cottages, Two Homesteads, and 258 acres; Building Land aj 
Cottages, about 236 acres. In Salcott and Great Wigborough: Abbott’s Gall bey 
with House, Homestead, and 119 acres; Kemp’s Farm, 35 acres; —— Marshes 
Blocks of Land, 135 acres. In Steeple, Ashel , St. Lawrence, and Mayland, } 
miles from Southminster town and railway station: Batt’s Farm, 203 acres; High. 
land’s Farm, 149 acres; Lower Farm, 123 acres; Building and Accommodation Pastuy 
Land, 136 acres. Maldon: Brook Farm, 53} acres. Solicitors, Messrs. Wordsworth, 
Blake, & Co., London. (see advertisements, June 18, p. v. 

July 13.—Messrs. Eowin Fox & Bovusrie.p, at the Mart, at 2:--Reversioa to a shared 
a Trust Fund of about £9,000, invested in British Government Securities, Railway 
Guaranteed and Corpvuration Stocks, Gas Shares and Freehold Property; gentleman, 
aged 60. Solicitors, Messrs. Hedges & Marshall, Wallingford. -City of London: 
Leasehold Investment, comprising the substantial brick-built warehouse premise, 
Nos. 11 and 12, Goldsmith-street, Wood-street, conveniently situate in the midst of 
the silk trade, close to Cheapside; rental value £1,300. Solicitors, Messrs, Charles 
Stevens & Drayton, London. City of London: An important Fieehold Ground-rentd 
£940 per annum, well-secured upon the flae block of warehouse and office premises, 
Nos. 25, 26, and 27, Lawrence-lane, and Nos. 2a, 3, and 4, Tramp-street, coverings 
superticial area of about 3,500ft.— Southwark, No. 62, Park-street: Valuable Freehold 
Warehouse Premises ; let for 21 years from 25th December, 1897, at £190 per annum,— 
Hove, tussex: Freehold Private Residence, in one of the choicest positions of this 
favourite seaside resort; let at £115 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs, 8. F. Milks, 
Vardon, & Miller, London. (See advertisements, this week, p. iv ). 

July 14.—Messrs. Desenuam, Tewson, Farmer, & BripGzwarer, at the Mart, at 2,in 
numerous Lots :—Excellent Leasehold Investments, comprising 49 Houses and Shop, 
let on weekty and monthly tenancies, and producing gross rents am vunting im th 
aggregate to about £1,370 per annum, situated at Mildmay Park, Stoke Newingta, 
Islington, Haggerston, Fulham, Battersea, Walthamstow, and Leyton. Soliciten, 
Messrs Henry Hilbery & Son, and Messrs. Naunton & Son, London. (See advertise. 
ments, this week, p. 4.) 

July 14.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 2:—St. George’s East : A Freeholi 
Estate, within 600 yards of the City boundary, and within one mile of the Bank of 
England, comprising 130 Houses, now let at rentals amounting to £3,627 per anou, 
and having au area of 80,000 feet. Solicitors, Messrs. Marchant, Benwell, & 
London. (See advertisement, July 2, p. iii ) 

July 14.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2:—-Freehold Ground-rents, securel 
upon Pruperty at Kast Ham and Walthamstow, of about £100 per annum. Soliciton, 
Messrs. Wetherfield, Son, & Baines, London. (See advertisements, this week, p. iii.) 


Result of Sales 


Messrs. Desennam, Tewsoy, Farmer, & Barpcewarer (in conjunction with Mesm 
Marruews, Matrrurws, & Goopman) sold at Winchester House, Old Broad-street, m 
Wednesday jast, the First Portion of the Burrage Estate situated at Woolwich, close 
Woolwich Arsenal Station, and between the South-Eastern Railway and the mai 
Plumstead-road, immediately opposite the principal entrance gates of the Royal Arsentl, 
fur £136,630. 

Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrrexp sold at the Mart, E.C., on Wednesday last, No. Ih, 
Knightsbridge (late No. 2, Park-side), Shop and Business Premises, for £3,000; No. Is 
Knightsbridge (late No. 3, Park-side), Shop and Business Premises, tor £5,500; No. 2, 
Knightsbridge (late No. 4, Park-side), a Moiety of Shop and Busiuess Premises, prodacig 
£105 per annum, for £2,450. 

ReEvERSIONS AND SHARES. 


The Same Firm held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 766) of the above Interests at th 
Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when a total of £14,690 was realized, 


REVERSIONS : : 
Absolute to a sum of £3,600; life 58 ans _ F Sold 1,60 
Absolute to One-twelfth of £10,786, to One-fourth of £17,376, and 

One-twentieth of £8,30; various lives a ~ al gle ge 
Contingent to £7,500; lives50 and 25) ge tee neste gg 
Absolute to One-third of £5,000; life 54 ... die we ‘te soe 5 aa 5% 
Absolute to One-tenth of £5,978; life73... enue ees 

LIFE INTEREST in £1,205 Railway 5 per Cen!. Stock ; life 35 .. oo 600 

SHARES: Consolidated Signal C5. (Limited), 626 Six per Cent. 

Cumulative Preference Shares of £1 each fully paid, and 21,000 

Ordinary Shares of £1 each fully paid enone gilt RE Mg 


oe 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, July 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lawitrep in Caancrry. 


Associatep Mount Jackson Gop Mixes (W A), Linirep—Petn for winding up, B® 
sented June 28, directed to be heard July 12. Wells & Sons, Paternoster row, solors 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 11 

Boxitst Gotprieips, Limtrep —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 2, to send their 








names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Browail 
58,Coleman st. Mayo & Co, p-r’s gdns, solors for liquidator 





July : 
— 
CoumERCIAL 

heard July 

must reac 
Gas Seur-Li 

their name: 


dams, 2, * 
- i Src 


—y Riv! 
Harvey qt 


the a 


Faaxcors ! 
31, to ser 


LLANWONS 
be heard 
for Morg 
& Co not 


Legp« Sot 
berore A 


Wittiams 
July 15, 
to Davic 


Eppouts, 
Adju 


ADJUI 


Waap, ¢ 
chav’ 
Rese 


JACKSON 
Witt 

pt 
Witsos, 
Mak 


Juv 


Tinston 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. (Vol. 48.] 609 








_Iuly 9, 1904 


cuancE, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 27, directed to be 
Bennett & Ferris, 68, Coleman st, solors for petmer. Notice of appearing 

above-nemed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 11 

Luurtep —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, to send 

and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 


EXCHANGE AND InvestmMENT Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 


“gn SYNDICATE, Limrtep—Petn for winding up, presented June 30, directed to 
Williams & Co. Broad st pl, Finsb 
not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 11 

—Creditors are re yuired, on or before July 31, to 
their names and addresse, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wm 


eres. Notice of appearing must 


the above-named 
cored anp Great Lever Co, Limitep 


& Co, Limrrep- Creditors ara required, on or before Aug5, to send their 

s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel Greenhalgh, 

Heath & Sons, Manchester, solors for liqurdator 

ypox AND Provinco1at Pure Ice Maxuracturtne Co, Limrrep —Petn for windin; 

resented June 14, directed to be heard July 12. W.& W. Stocken, Lime st, for Williams & 
, Newport, Mon, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
‘not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 11 

Lous Leakey Axusinium Co, Limite —Creditors are required. on or before Aug 15, 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 

ick, 147, Leadenha)! st 

ger Exrenstons Limmep (Registered March 19, 1836)—Petn for windin 

p 27, directed to be heard July 12 Parker & Richardson, New 
st, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 6 

Puaxix Contract aND DeveLorment Synpicate, Lourep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Aug 13. to send their names and addreases, and the particulars of their debts or 
daims, to John Frederick Drake, St George’s House, 6 and 8, Eastcheap ; 

Portuguese Mininc AnD ExpLogation Synpicate, Limrreo— Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 8, to send their names and addresses, i 
cams, to Albert Mitchell, Dashwood House, 9, New Broad st. Samuel & Co, Great 
Winchester st, solors for liquidator 

Peoressor Tuson’s Distnrecrant Co, Limitep—Creditors are 
9,to send their names and 
James Walton, Portland House, Basing all st 

Tuowas CLarke & Sos, Liurrep 1s VuLtuntary Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on 
o- before July 21, to send their names an‘ addresses, and the particulars of th-ir debts 
orcdaims, to Henry Walmsley, 4 Ambe.ley st, Blackbura. lves, Stalybridge, solor for 


9, Acresfield, Bolton. 





London Gazette —-Tugsvay, July 5, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep rn CHANCERY. 


Feaxcors et Ferau, Limrrep (1x Ligurpation)— Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Newman Mayo Ogle, Worcester Ho 

Hicks’s, Lim1rev—Creditors are required, on or before August 15, to send their names and | 

addressess, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Nicholson, 12, Wood 

st. Martin & Co, King st, Cheapside, solicitors for liquidator 

raDING Synpicatg, Limitep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Aug 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Heary Edward Hayman, 18, Bishopsgate st 

Luaywonxo Cotiiery Co, Limitep—Petn for winding up, 
be heard at the Gwyn Hall, Neath on July 14,at2 Smith & Co, John st, Bedford row, 
for Morgan & Co, Pontypridd, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach Morgan 
& Co not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 13 

Lesps Soura Warp LiserRat CLuB-HovsE Co, Limitzp—Creditors are 
berore Aug 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
claims, to Jabez Gibson, 35, Cross Flatts Park, Beeston, Leeds. Lupton & Fawc2tt, 
Leeds, solors for liquidator 

MevirereangaAn Stream Navication Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug i4. to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Messrs Broomhall and Kingham, Hopetoun House, Lloyd’savy. Smith & Co, Jobns;, 
Bedford row, solors for liquidators 

Moraistoy Coturertes, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 1, directed to be 
heard at the Town Hall (Crown Court), Swansea, July 19, at 12. Viner & Co, Swansea, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
2 o’clock in the afternoon of July 16 

Wittians, Tuomas, & Co, Liwrrep (ix Liquipattyn) —Creditors are required, on or before | 


Koorznay (BC) SMELTING AND 


resented June 30. directed to 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cia. 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, June 14. 
West, Wiiiiam Tuomas, Little Bowden, Northampton, Grazier July 19 Gent v West, 
Kekewich,J Vizard, Lincoln’s inn fielde 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 24. 
Baveer, WittiaAm Davip, Bedford, Dairyman Aug 1 Badger v Badger, Joyce, J 
J yoy Coleb k bie Bar: La pe ‘ eo 
ONES BERT WILBRAHAM, ebrook row, i rister at Law 'y 20 le 
v Jones, Farwell, J ills, eadenhall st ‘ 
Lomax, Taomas Douckworta, Bolton July 21 Taylor vy Lomax, Registrar, Manchester 
Williamson, Ridgefield, Manchester 
London Gazette.—Torspay, June 28. 
Waite, WitiiAm Arcuer, Sunderland, Auctioneer July 18 Todd v White, Registrar 
Durham Mvore, Sunderland 
London Gazette.—TurspaX, July 5. 
Morcarroyp, Ropesrt, Cullingworth, Bingley, York, Contractor July 30 Mu'gatroyd v 
Murgatroyd, Farwell, J Dewnurst Keighley 
Torey, Jusern, Ashwood, Longton, Stafford Aug 1 Thorley v Mellor, Farwell, J 
Br-ton, Longton 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazetiz.—Tursoay, June 23. 


| Attes, Hucuman, Twyford, Bucks, Builder July 15 Hearn & Hearn, Buckinghim 

| AmpHLETT, CaLes, Southport Aug3 Yates, Southport 

| AppLeyarD, SAMUEL, Halifax, Hay Merchant Augi Bailey, Halifax 

| Barro, Robert, Nottingham, Doctor July 30 Carter, Nottiogham 

| Banrsocomew, Francis, Lincoln, Land Agent July 23 Tweed & Cv, Lincola 

| Barraum, Jouy Storuert, Bath, J P Sept 29 Gili & Bush, Bath 

| Cocksnvot, Mary, Salford, Lancs July 31 Field & Conningham, Manchester 

| Coorr, Hasry Cuurcaitt, Conduit st July 31 Buxton & Co, Sackville st, Piccadilly 
CuLtimors, Kev James, Clifford, nr Boston -_ ny hg Gilling, Harrogate 

Davey, Emity Marian, Ramsgate Augl okey, Ramsgate 

Davies, Jouy, Swansea Aug9 Howeil & Williams, Swansea 

Davies Mary,Catford July 30 Lewin & Co, Southampton st 

Eames, Joserx, Newhall, Derby, Brickyard Manager July 21 Lowe & Auden, Burtun oa 

a ; 


t 
Ear.e, Marc‘ret, Rusholme, Manchester Augil0 Sutton & Co, Manchester 
Exuis, Mary, Ledbury, Hereford Aug1 Romney, Basinghali st 
Fawcett, Epcar, Chelsea, Author Augl10 Hanson & Co, Vernon st, West Kensington 
Graves, James, Frimley, Surrey Augl0 Francis & Calder, Adelaiae pl, London Bridge 
Geirritus, Wii.1AM, Brierley Hiil, Staffs, Grocer July 19 Waldron. Brierley hill 
HA.es, ARTHUR, Bath Aug5 Fladgate & Uo, Craig's ct, Charing Cross 
Hawkins, Bens amin, Berrow, Somerset July 30 Fuole & Sun, Bridgwater 
Lawson, Mary Any, York Aug 13 Wood, York 
| Locis, Lena, Aylesford, Kent July 25 Loughborough & Co, Austin friars 
| MARSHALL, CHARLES, Putney Aug 10 Baileys &.Co, Berners st 
Mircuecy, Tuomas, Farmer, Halifax July 3s Boocuck & Sons, Halifax 
Moss, Anne Manta, Kingston upon Hull Aug1 Woodhouse, H 
Panisa, Coxyevius, Ashton on Ribble, Preston, Engineer July 23 Craven, Preston 
Pagisu, Mary ANN, Preston July 23 ven, Preston 
Powe i, Annte Exizapetu, Southboro Kent a Syd Preston, Tonbridge 
PranGya, Carouing, Ashford, Kent July 28 Mowll & Mowll, Ashford 
Reyyoups, Jecitia, Pimlic» Aug8 Kent, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ropexick, Mary, Llantwit —_ > Glam Augi1 Miles, Cowbridge, RSO, Glam 
Rupspa.e, Marrasw, Danby, Yorks, Farmer July29 Buchannan & Sons, Whitby 
Suarp, Mary Ans, Kenningtoa, Kent July12 Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 
Sarr, Tuomas, Erdington, Warwick, Fishmonger July 28 Tunbri &Co, Birmingham 
Srawxiva, Jouy, Leyland, nr Preston, Bieacher Augé H ton & Co, Preston 
alsali July 30 dv: ‘alsall 


July 15, to send their names and addresses, aod the particulars of their debts or claims, | TAYLor, Hexay, W 8 
ea tata bi | WiTHERs, Aanox, Hove, Sussex Augil0 Francis & Calder, Adelaide pl, London Bricge 


wo David Thomas Alexander, 5, High st, Cardiff 














Bow Jouy Groner, Readi Commercial Traveller ; Mitts, Witu1am Foxes, Wellingborough, [ronmonger 
ON Read = Pes dene? Ord Jene 27 Northampton Pet Juae 25 Ord June 25 
Cayx, Josern, Miskin, Mountain Ash, Glam, Glazier | Moxtcomepy, Henry, Rivington st Shoreditch, Brake 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —Turspay, June 21. Aberdare Pet June 18 Ord June 29 


Propriecor High Court Vet June 2) Ord June 29 


Devnis, Lroxarp Hume, Highgate, Seedsman High Court | Newman, Hyman Aaron, Beaumont sq, Mule End, Estate 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Evpou.s, AmrLia, Coley, nr Reading, Widow Reading 


| Agent High Court Pet May 13 Ord June 29 


29 
ae Joseru, Wellington Bridge, Leeds, Dyer Leeds Newron, Frevserick Harris, Exctec 1rd, Brondesbury, 


Adjud June 14, 1897 Annul May 19, 1904 


| Dentist High Cours Pet June 1 Ord June 29 


F.ercarr, Jacos Arms, Church Gresley, Labourer Burion | Norrox, Epwarp, Market Lavington, nr Divizes, Baker 


on Trent Pet June 27 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECZIVING 


Ord June 27 Bath Pet June z8 Ord June 3 


Fow er, Grosce, Markfield rd, South Tottenham, General  p,rsoxs, Groaas, Bradwell Wharf, nr Wolverton, Bucks, 
Lime 


Desies High Court Pet June 23 Ord June z7 
Fox. Joux, Nottingham Nottingham Pet June 29 Ord 
v 


Harrer, Frepertox, Acton ln, Grocer Brentfoid Pet 


ORDER RESCINDED. 

Waap, Ginzet Cures, jun, Newcastle on Tyne, Mer- | 
chaut’s Clerk Newcastle on Tyne Rec Ord May 27 | 
Rese and Annul June 17 

ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Jackson, Ciaupg, Devonshire 
Without, stock und Share Dealer High Court adjud 

_ Bept 1, 1893 Annul June 20, 1904 
Witsox, Taomas, Berwick, Northumberland, Cabinet 
aker NewcastleonTyne Adjud Aug 8, 1898 Annul 


Harnison, Georce, Shetlield Sheffield Let June 29 O.d 
29 


Freperick Joserns, Plaistsw, Essex, Corn Chandler 

Court Pet Juoe 27 Ord June 27 

Bayco, Cuagtes Epwarp, Hereford, Licensed Victualler 
Hereford Pet June 28 Ord June 23 

Harnerineiox, Witt1am, Hulme, Manchester, Hydraulic 
Packer Manchester P-t Juoe 28 Ord Jane zs 

Hivey, Faascis, Aliwarke Station, nr Rotherham, Yorks, 
Station Master Shetlield Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Leeds Fe. May 27 Ord June 27 

Jacuns, Cuarces Hevuy, Pontypridd, Quarryman Ponty- 
pridi Pet Jane 27 Ord June 27 

Jeumy, Sypney Caances, Liverpool, Dining Room Suite 


chmbrs, Bishopsgate st 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 28 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Tistoy, Taomas, St Barnabas Vicarage, Sunder:and, Clerk | 
Sunderland Adjud Oct <7, 


Hystor, Tuomas, Leeds 


Burner Northampton Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Rosixsox, Taomas, Rainow, Chester, Farmer Macclestield 
Pet June 23 Ord June 29 

Srat, James Wittiam, Hulme, Manchester, Greengrocer 
Manchester Pei June 28 Ord June 28 

Srancer, Axraur, Durham, General Dealer Durham Pet 
June 27 Ord June 27 

Sritspury, Groncse L, Findera, Derby, Farmer Derby 
Pet June 17 Ord June 28 

Sraxrorp, Gsorcr, Smethwick, Staffs, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Wet Biomwich Pet June 27 Ord 

June 27 

Tucker, Jous Huserr, Bridgend, Builder Cardiff Pet 

June 27 Ord June 27 : 

Vacexpea, Ourver Tuomas, West Birmingham, Baker 
Bumingbam Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Water, Jouxn Wriwiam, North Shields, Northumberland, 
Licensed Victualler Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 23 
Ord June 28 





Manufacwuree Liverpool PetJune 14 Ord June 25 Wanots, A agg ey ey Artificial Teeth Manufacturer 


Lovdon Gazeue,—Fripay, July 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aites, Louis, Manchester, Publican Manchester Pet June 


Jonxs, 8HeM, Grianrhyd, Llasarmon, Denbigh, Ca:ter ingtu 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Wess = 
Kine, Tusa. Henry, Leicester Leicester Pet June 29 
20 
Lorp, Wiiuiam, Morley, Yorks Dewsbury Pet June 27 
Ord June 27 
Maarsuacy, Wit, Sheftield, Joiner Sheffield Pet Jure 


28 Ord 
Mayyanp, T, Kyverdale rd, Stamford Hill High Court | Carr 
Pet May 1 


wok. Frank Harvey, Finsbury, Manager High Court 
Pet June 15 Ord June 23 s A ; 

Avaustus, Penygraig, Glam, Timberman’s Telpcr | 

Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Joux, Rattlesden, suffolk, Farmer Bury St Edmunds 

et June 25 Ord June 25 





et June 28 Ord June 23 

We. — Srewart, Crawley Brighton Pet June 2 
Vv une 27 

Wersrwoop, Joenre, Barton on Trent, Joiner Burton on 
Treat Pet Jume 27 Ord June 27 
Amended not ce substituted for that published ia the 

Loadon Gazette of June 24 : 
i, Ricuand Henny, Wantage, Borks, Builde: Oxford 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asyrizcp, Witu1aM Lzron, Nottingham, Baker Jaly 12 at 
u Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Beck, Frank Harvey, Finsbury July 12 at 11 Bank- 
ru; bidgs, Carey st 


iptcy 

Betts, Frank, Brigg, General Dealer July 9 at 1130 Off 
Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Birp, Joun, Rattlesden, Suffolk, Farmer July 9at12 Off 

, 36, Princes st, Ips vich 

Carsc, Richarp Henry, Wantage, Berks, Builder July 9 
at 12 1, 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 

Dennis, Lroxarp Hume, Highgate, Seedsman July 12 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dyer, Epwix AvBert Rosert, Hanworth, Licensed Vic- 
taaller July 11 at 1130 24, Railway app, London 
Bridge 

Easton, Wii11am Jouy, Hastings, Grocer July 12 at 3 
County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Fow ter, Grorce, Markfield rd, South Tottenham, General 
Dealer July 11 at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Freeman, Vernon Ricuarp Harcourt, Kentisbury, Devon 
July 12at 1280 Messrs Sanders & Son’s Offices, High 
st, Barnstaple 

Givens, Joan Wittiam, Leeds, Coal Merchant July 11 at 


1130 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Hanrnison, Jonn Wiit1am, Osmondthorpe, Leeds, Builéer 
July llat12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hayco, Cuartes Epwarp, Hereford, Licensed Victualler 
July ll at10 2, Offa st, Heretord 

Hot.ioway, Ervest Cxroxe, Plymouth, Baker July 11 at 
11 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Hystor, Tuomas, Leeds July 13 at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 

Jones, Rosert Tomas Epmunp, Widnes, Butcher's 
cael July 12at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 
poo 

Loaper, Joseru, Creech St. Michael, Somerset, Miller 
July 9at 12.30 Off Rec, 10, Hammet st, Taunton 

McBean, Rosert, Scarborough July 11 at 4 74, New- 
borough, scarborough 

Nevitie, Lyo1a M, Eating, Picture Frame Maker July 9 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, bedford row 

Oup1xG, Corse.ius, Hunts, Brickworks Manager July 15 
at 11.30 Law Courts, Peterborough 

Or1z, Epwixs, Redruth, Outtitter July 9 at 12 Off Ree, 


wen st, ) 

Pace, Jouy, Leigh, Lancs, Grocer July 13 at 11.30 19, 
Exch:nge st, Bolton 

Satmon, Grorce, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Greengrocer July 
llatil Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Sawyer, ALFRED Wi..14M, North Shields, Builder July 9 
atll Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Buaw, Jony, Leeds, Grocer July 1% at 11 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Situ, Marsena Carouine, Gt Grimsby, Milliner July 9 
at1l Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Sroart. Wituam Laine, Hadleigh, Essex July 11 at 12 
14, Bedford row, London 

Toes, Witiiam Vester, Leeds, Game Dealer 
at11.60 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Turrat, Joseru, Willesden, Builder July ll at 12 Bank- 
ruptc, bldgs, Carey st 
Waker, Joun Joxpan, Darlaston, Staffs, Tailor July 8 | 


at ll Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Beck, Toms, Clitheroe, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Black- 
burn Pet June l4 Oru June 29 

Bew, Aveusivus, Penygraig, Glam, Timberman’s Helper 
Pon:ypridd Pet June v7 Od sune 27 

Bigp, Jous, Battlesden, suffolk, Farmer Bury 8t Edmunds 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Buispe.., Freperick Josera, Luton, Baker Luton Pet 
Janel4 Ord June 27 

Bonner, Jonny Gronrce, Reading, Commercial Traveller 
Reading ¥YetJunez7 Urd June 27 

Coatsworts, Mark. Darlington, Cattle Dealer Stockton 
on Tees Pet Junel Ord June 28 

Eves, Rosert Heyry, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler 
Plymouth Pet May 14 Ord June 27 

Epmoypson, Jusera, Wellington Bridge, Leeds, Dyer Leeds 
Pet June 33 OrJ Juve «8 

Favucknes, Ricnanp, Iriams o’ th’ Height, nr Manchester, 
Corn Merchant Saifoid Pet May z0 Or June 28 

Firtcar, Jacos Aums, Church Gresley, Labourer Burton 
on t PetJune 27 Ord June 27 

Fox, Juus, Nottingham Nottingham Pet June 29 Ord 
June 29 

Groom, James, Hereford, Grocer Hereford Pet Feb 26 
urd June 29 

Hamittos, Norway Puicir, Basinghall st High Court Pet 
April 25 Ord Jane 29 

Haxrpstarr, Dopsox, Shirebrook, Derby, Cycle Manufac- 
terer Nottingham Pet June 14 Od June 29 

Harrer, Farpvenicx, Acion in, Grocer Brentiord Pet 
June 2 rd June 27 

oe Gaonce, Snefficld Sheffield Pet June 29 Ord 

one 

Haaren, Fervenick Jusern, Plaistow, Essex, Corn Chandler 
High Courc Pet June 2/ Ord June 27 

Haxyco, Cuanies Eowarp, Hereford, Licensed Victualler 

erefood Pet June 2s Ord June 2s 

Harren, Sivsry Heasert, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Builder 
Bavgor Pet Junelo Ord June 29 

Hetuveisorox, Wittism, Hulme, Manchester, Hydraulic 
Packer Manchester Pet June 28 Ord June w 

Hier, Fraxcis, Aldwarke Station, nr Rotherham, Yorks, 
Station Master Sheffield Pet June 2 O.d June v9 

Hit, Saran Axx, Heaun Norris, Lancs, Dealer in Rubber 
Govds Stockport Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Hinos, Hexay, Woolwich,Grocer High Court Pet Ap: il 16 
Ord June 25 

Husxtee, Ancuirary D, Clapham Common, Commercial 
Agent Wandsworth Pet March8 Ord June 2 

Jacovs, Cuarces Henny, Pontypridd, Quarryman Pounty- 
pridd June 27 Ord June 27 

Jenvis, Euxratixe Exua Pexerore, Queen's gate High 
Court Pet Decl4 Ord June 25 

Jowns, Surm, Grianrhyd, Li , Denbigh, Carter 
Wrexham Pet June 25 Ord June 





Kenyon, Exizasetu, Fenton, Staffs, Earthenware Manu- 
facturer Stoke upon Trent Pet June 20 Ord June 23 

Kine, Tusa Henry, Leicester Leicester Pet June 29 

June 29 

Lawter, Rates, Herne Bay, Watchmaker 
Pet June1 Ord June 29 

Lorp, WittiAm, Morley, Yorks Dewsbury Pet June 27 

rd June 27 

MarsHaty W1x.14M, Shefiield, Builder Sheffield Pet June 
28 Ord June 28 

Mitts, Wittiam Forkes, Wellingborough, Ironmonger 
Northampton Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Norroy, Epwarp, Market Lavington, nr Devizes, Baker 
Bath Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Parsoss, Georce, Bradwell Wharf, nr Wolverton, Bucks, 
Lime Burner Northampton Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Puituirs, Hersert Epwarp, Claverton st, Pimlico High 
Court Pet May11 Ord June 27 

Peers, WiL.1AM, Liscard,Coal Merchant Birkenhead Pet 
June 9 Ord June 27 

Potron, Cuartes, Walthamstow, Builder HighCourt Pet 
May19 Ord June 27 

Rosryson, Taomas, Rainow, Chester, Farmer Macclesfield 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Sear, James WittiamM, Hulme, Manchester, Greengrocer 
Manchester PetJune 28 Ord June 28 

Seencer, Antour, Durham,General Dealer Durham Pet 
June 27 Ord June 27 

Sranrorp, Grorcr, Smethwick, Staffs, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer West Bromwich Pet June 27 Ord 
June 27 

Tucker, Jous Husert, Bridgend, Builder Cardiff Pet 
June 27 Ord June 28 

VaALenpDER, Oxiver Tuomas, Birmingham, Baker Birming- 
ham Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Veirca, ALreep, South Norwood High Court Pet April 
7 Ord June 23 

Vivian, Geonce WILu1AM, Cardiff, Boot Dealer Aberdare 
Pet June 14 Ord June 24 

Wa ter, Jonn Wi.1am, North Shields, Licensed Victualler 


Canterbury 





July 13 | 


Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Warp.ie, Harotp, Runcorn, Chester, Artificial Teeth 

Manufacturer Warrington Pet June 28 Ord June 23 
Westwoop, Josern, Burton on Trent, Joiner Burton on 

Trent Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
Wickinsoy, Frank, Leadenhall st High Court 

6 Ord June 27 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 14: 


Hawkey, Rosert Cuarces, Peckham; House Furnisher 
Bizh Court Pet April 27 Ord June 9 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 29 : 
Buiuck, Jonny, Hartlebury, Worcester, Licensed Victualler 
Kidderminster Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of June 24 : 


Pet June 


Capet, Richarp Henry, Wantage, Berks, Builder Oxford 





Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Bupp, Harry Bentinck, East Grinsteal, Gentleman Tun- 
bridge Wells Adjud Sept 3, 1902 Annul Feb 23, 19v4 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Butver, the Hon Epmunp Somerset, Park st High Court 
Rec Ord April 29, 1903 Adjud May 18,1903 Resc and 
Annul June 28, 1904 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Ju'y 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

AppLeGaTe, James, Rugby, Warwick, Builder 
Pet June 20 Ord June 30 

Banp, Wi.tiam, Alsager, Chester, Cab Proprietor and 
Carter Macclesfield Pet Junei8 Ord Jutly1 

BapractoucH, Hersert, Warley, nr Halifax, Overlooker 
Halifax Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Berry, Cuarites Hissert, Moss Side, nr Manchester, 
Engineer Salford Pet June16 O:d July 2 

Branp, CaHar ies, South Benfleet, Essex, Giocer Chelms- 
ford Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Coutts, Jous, Lye, Worcester, Greengrocer Stuurbiidge 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Cook, Herry, Andover, Southampton, Builder Salisbury 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Cooke, Tuomas, Alvaston, Derby, Gricar 
July 1 Ord July 1 

Davies, Dayiet, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Carpenter 
Carmarthen Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Dawson, Joun Sticnt, Shavington, nr Crewe, Grocer 
Crewe Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Ernerinoton, Groner, Brighton, Pork Butcher Brighton 
Ord July 1 

Firzmavaice, Hexry, Rotherham, Yorks, Painter Sheffield 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Fraxcis, Epwarp Vicrorx, Bournemouth, Tailor Poole 
Pet Joly 1 Ord July 1 

Geppes, Witttam Epwis, Farringdon av, Horse Rug 
Manufacturer High Court tet April13 Ora July1 

Goprnicn, Grorecr, Overton, Flint, Saddler Wrexham 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Gower, A.sert, Tartan Hill, Cobham, Builder Kingston, 
Surrey Pet July1 Ord July 1 

Grexx, Hernert, Chorley, Lancs, Liceased Victualler 
Bolton Pet July1 Ord July 1 

Grirrix, Frances Exiza, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Lodg- 
ing house Keeper Worcester Pet Junes0 O:d Juses) 

Hauvam, Cuances Ciement Farnsworrn, Plymouth, Box 
Maker Piymouth PetJuly2 OrdJuyz 

Hareow, Laizp Epwasp Crawroxp, North Brixton, 
Sy > Cycle Depot High Court Pet June 30 Ord 
June 40 

Herts, A Can.isie, Bishopsgate High Court Pet May 13 
Ord July 1 

Hoxt, Acvesr Joux, Matlock Bath, Derby, Farmer Derby 
Pet June8 Ord July 1 


Coventry 


Derby Pet 








——— 

Jounson, Tuomas, Middlesbrough, Dock Checker Middle. 
brough Pet July1 Ord July 1 

KereipvGs, Francis. Walsoken, Norfolk, Builder King’s 
Lynn Pet June30 Ord June 30 

MarsHa, Joux, Devonport, General Dealer Plymouth 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 : 

MorrersHaw, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Iron Merchant Sheffielg 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Owen, Wiiu14M James, Erith, Kent, Ironmonger Rochester 
Pet Julyl Ord July1 

Parker, AtpeRT Gzorae, Manchester, Manufacturer,’ 
Agent Manchester PetJuly1 Ord July1 

Parkes, Freperick WittiAmM, and EKpwakrp 
Colwyn Bay, Denbigh. Elec:rical Fitters 
June 29 Ord June 29 

PickerixG, Cuartes Witiiam, Heeley, Sheffield, Provision 
Dealer Sheffield Pet July2 Od July 2 

PLANT, ALFRED CLARENCE SEYMOUR, Stourport, Hotel 
Proprietor Kidderminster Pet June 30 Ord June 39 

PriicuarD, ARTHUR CHARLES, Birchenlee, nr Bamford, 
pesby, Schoolmaster stockport Pet July 1 ‘und 

1 


y 

Reap, Joux, Thorpe St Andrew, 
Norwich Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Rowse, Cuarres, Yeovil, Carpenter Yeovil Pet June 9 
Ord sune 30 

Sawyer, Georce Witiiam, Kingston Hill, Surrey, Com. 
mis-ion Agent Kingston, Surrey Pet June 39 On 
June 30 

Sears, Jonn, Manorbicr, Pembroke, Farmer Pembroke 
Dock Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Streeter, Aeraug Jouy, Atrrep Water Sraveres, 
and Lawrence Lampert Topuuntes, God a!ming,, 
Surrey, Contractors Guildford Pet July 2 OW 
July z 

Taperner, Tom, Bolton, Licensed Victualler 
June 30 Ord June 20 

Tare, Joun Henny, Sheffield, Draughtsman Sheffield Pet 
July1 Ord July 1 

Tispa.L, Exizabetn, and Witiiam Apotrnus Tiypau, 
Roundbay, nr Leeds, Refresbmeat House Proprietors 
Leeds Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Taort, ALBERT, Willow, lof W, Farmer Ryde Pet June 
30 Ord June 30 

Turner, WILLIAM ALBERT, Neath Abbey, nr Neath, Glam, 
Labourer Aberavon Pet June 3v Ord June 30 

Vincent, ArTaur, Wimbledon, Provision Dealer Kingston, 
surrey Pet June 16 Ord June 30 

WatkEB, CuakLtes Freperick Wit.tam, Colchester, 
Butener Colchester Pet July1 Ord July1 

Wess, Hues Freperick Seyrrigp, South Hackney, Actor 
High Court Pet July1 Ord July1 

Woon, Joseru, Tyldesley, Lancs, Wheelwright Bolton Pet 
June 30 Ord June 30 

Woop, Wittiam Cuartes Grorce Sypney, Hounslow, 
— Victualler Brentford Pet June 15 Oi 

yl 


Saver, 
Bangor Pe 


Norfolk, Carpenter 


Bolton Pet 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 24: 


Hurst, Daniet, Swinton, nr Manchester, 
Engineer Salford Pet May 20 Ord June 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Attey, Louis, Manchester, Publican July 13 ut 2 Of 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Bew, AveGustus, Penygraig, Glam, Timbermau’s Helper 
July ldat12 135, stigh st, Merthyr ‘lyanl 

Biacksurs, Cuarves, Lincoln, Grocer July 14 at 1290 
Otf Ree, 31, milver st, Lincoln 

Coarsworta, Mark, Darlington, Cattle Dealer July 13 at 
3 Off Rec, 8, Albers rd, Middlesbrough 

Crirsey. Jarmonp, Gt Grimsby, Plumber July 13 at ll 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Dixos, Susannau, Redland, Bristol July 13 at 12 Off 
Rec, 26, Bald win st, Bristol 

FLETCHEK, Jacop Arms, Church Gresley, Derby. Labourer 
July 13 at 11.30 Midiand Hotel, Station st, Burton 0a 
Trent 

Gairrix, Frances Exiza, Gt Malvern, Lodging house 
Keeper July 14 at11.30 45, Copenhagen st, w oicester 

Harrer, Freprerick, Acton In, Grocer July 13 at12 Off 
Rec, 14, Bedtord row 

Hasuek, Freperick Josernu, Plaistow, Essex, Corn Chandler 
July 18 at 2.40 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey +t 

Hetugrincton, Witiiam, Huime, Manchest+r Hydraulic 
Packer June 15 at 230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheser 

Hicas, Jouy Limprey, Staple mn, Solicitor July 19 at 230 
Bankruptcy b.dgs, Carey st 

Hit., Saran Ann, Stockport, D aler in Rubber Goods 
July 15 at 11 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, 
Stockport 

Huauxs, Svan Jenkin, Porth, Glam, Girocer July 13 at3 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Hurst, Daniex, Swinton, nr Manchester, Sanitary Engineer 
July 13 at 2.80 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Jacons, Cuar.es Henry, Pontypridd. Quarryman Joly 
l4at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jones, IsparLt, Heath Hayes, Cannock, Staffs, Grocer 
July 13 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Jongs, Suxem, Grianrhyd, Lilanarmon, Denbigh, Carter 
July 13 at 12 Crypt chmbss, Eastgate row, Cueste: 

Joyns, Emity Mary, Giendower pi, south Kensipg.wo, 
Widow July 19at11 Bankruptcy blogs, Uarey st 

Kina, Cuarves, Ashford, Middlesex, Civil Engineer July 
15 at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Sanitary 


Lorp, Wittiam, Morley, Yorks July 13 at 11 Off Kee, 
Bank chinbrs, Corporation st, Dew: bury 
Luck, Oscar, Leadenhall st July 13 at 12 Bankrupley 


bidgs, Carey st 
Mackenzie, Sir Kenyetu, Bart, South Kensington Julyl3 
at 2.80 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Macktrosn, Joun, carlisle July 13 at 230 
Fisher st, Carlisle 
Mier, Rovert, Lowestoft, General Shopkeeper July 18 
at12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Moraay, Joun, Birmingham, Timber Merchant 
12 174, Corporation st, birmingham 


Off Rec, 4, 


July lot 


Nicuot, W, Hoxton, ‘Tobacconist July 13 at 11 Burk 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
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EpwakD, m, nr - 
et = 18 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
panxes, WILLIAM, Saltley, Birmingham, Butcher July 14 
at1i 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

pexsx, Joux, Barrow in Furness, Fruiterer July 22 at 11 
Of Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Puc, JASPER GEORGE, ‘Wrexham Draper July 13 at 2.45 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Porstow, JonaTHan Epwix, West Bromwich, Staffs, 
Greengrocer July 13 at 11 174, Corporation st, Bir- 


RawvALL, THomas Joun, Walsall, Cabinet Turner July 13 
at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

gcort, Wiu1am, Clapham, Draper July 14at 11.30 24, 
Railway app. London Bridge 

Seat, James Witt1am, Hulme, Manchester, Greengrocer 
July 13 at 330 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Siuesos, WitttAM Lancetot, Amlwch, Anglesey, Com- 
mercial Traveller July 13 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, 

te row, Chester 
TispaLt, EvtzaseTs, and Wittiam Aponpavs Tixpatt, 
undhay, 4 ent House Proprietors July 

14 at 11 Off Rev, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Tucker, Joun Husert, Bridgend, Builder July 13 at 12.30 
ign tn Gecean, Gurmguivwn, Contilf, Boker Joh 

20H, WILLIAM GEORGE, wn, Ca ' er 

Veet at 11. 117, Bt y st, Gardai . . 

Waapte, Harotp, Runcorn, Cheshire, Artificial Teeth 
Manufacturer July 13 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

Wess, HucH Freperiok Szyraiep, South Hackney, Actor 
July 13at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Westwoop, JoszrH, Burton on Trent, Joiner July 13 at 
11.45 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BareactoueH, Hersert, Warley, nr Halifax, Overlooker 
Halifax Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Baaxp, Cuaries, South Benfleet, Essex, Grocer Chelms- 
ford Pet June 30 Ord June 30 


Couis, Joux, Lye, } hee Greengrocer Stourbridge - 


Pet June 29 Ord June 3 

Cook, Henry, Andover, Southampton, Builder Salisbury 
Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Cooxz, Tuomas, Alvaston, Derby, Groeer 
Long Eaton Pet July1 Ora July 1 

Davis, Danizt, Ammanford, Carmartheny Carpenter 
Carmarthen Pet J uly2 Ord July 2 

Dyse, Epowixs Ausert Rosert, Hanworth, Licensed 
Victualler Kingston, Surrey Pet June 21 Ord 
June 30 

Firzmavaics, Henry, Rotherham, Yorks, Painter Sheffield 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Faancis, Fpwarp Victor, Bournemouth, Tailor 
Pet July1 Ord July 1 

GovericH, Grorce, Overton, Flint, Saddler Wrexham 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 ‘ 

Gowze, ALserT, Cobham, Builder Kingston, Surrey Pet 
July 1 ‘Ord July 1 

Garey, Hersert, Chorley, Lancs, Licensed Victualler 
Bolton Pet July 1 Ord J uly 1 

Gurrix, Frances Exiza, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Lodging 
house Keeper Worcester Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Hatuam, Cuartes CLEMENT Farnsworth, Plymouth, 
Box Maker Plymouth Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Hatsos, Larzp Epwarp Crawrorp, North Brixton 
} Cycle Depot High Court ‘Pet June 30 Ord 

une 30 


wees Weir, Walbrook High Court Pet Jan 8 

une 30 

Jouysox, Tuomas, Middlesbrough, Dock Checker Middles- 
brough Pet July1 Ord July 1 

Kerriper, Francis, Walsoken, Norfolk, Builder King's 
Lynn Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Luoyp, Isaac, Walkden, nr Manchester Salford Pet May 
18 Ord June 30 

MansHatt, Joux, Devonport, General Dealer Plymouth 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Mozcay, Joux, Birmingham, Timber Merchant 
ham Pet May 26 Ord July 2 

Morr, Wa.ter Szrtimus, Dagnall, Bucks, Brewer Luton 
Pet April 29 Ord July 2 

Morrersuaw, W1..14q, Sheffield, Iron Merchant Sheffield 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Newroy, Witt1aM, Mincing In, Analytical Chemist High 
Court Pet April28 Ord July 1 

Parker, ALBERT Grorce, Manchester, Manufacturers’ 

gent Manchester Pet July1 Ord July 1 

Parkes, Freperick Witiiam, and Epwarp Sap.eir, 
Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Electrical Fitters Bangor Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Pearetu, J Twispen, Aldershot Guildford Pet March 15 


Ord July 1 
Peroy, Hannan, Oxford Oxford PetJune14 Ord July2 


Piokeninc, Coartes Wittiam, Heeley, Sheffield, Provision 
Dealer Sheffield Pet July 2 Ord July 2 
Puayt, ALraep CLARENCE SxYMOuR, Stourport, Worcester, 
Hotel _pegeeates Kidderminster Pet June 30 Ord 


Derby and 


Poole 


Birming- 


Paircuanv, ArTHuR Cuarves, Birchenlee, nr Bamford, 
Derby, Schoolmaster Stockport Pet July 1 Ord 


Reap, Joux, Tho: Saint Andrew, Norfolk, Carpenter 
Norwich Pet July 2 Ord July 2 : 
Reap, WALTER Wiitiam, Queen st, Cheapside, Auctioneer 
Court Pet April14 Ord June 29 
RowseLt, Cuan.es, Yeovil, Carpenter Yeovil Pet June 
rd June 30 
Sixauetox, Wintiam, and Warrer Axper? SINGLETON, 
ton, Bakers Bolton Pet May 20 Ord July 2 
Tasgryer, Tom, Bolton, Licensed Victualler Bolton Pet 
nee ee we June 30 ‘ R 
oun Henry, Sheffield, Draughtsaman Sheffield Pet 
July 1 Ord July 1 , 
Tixpatt, ELIzaBetu, gt ae oy, TinDALL, 
y, ur " ent house Proprietors 
Leeds Pet June 30 Ord June 30 = 


une 30 Ord June 30 


age Atserr, Wellow, I of W, Farmer Newport ed 


. Water, Cuarces Freperick Witu1am, Colchester, Butcher 





Tourves, Wittiam ALBERT, Neath Abbey, nr Neath, @ 
Labourer Aberavon Pet June a Ord Sans 30 mm 


Colchester Pet July 1 
Woop, Josrru, Tyldesle 


July 1 
, Lancs, Wheelwri t Bolton Pet 
June 30 Ord Tune 30 * 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher. at 27, Chancery-lane. 














Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. Soiicrrors’ JOURNAL on/y, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEBKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 288. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 58. 6d. 

















MERRYWEATHERS’ “ VALIANT ”" STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 829%. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H.M. THE KING. 


The *‘ VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK’ 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 


Sidney Harrison, Esq., J.P. r 
Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. . 
,A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., 











THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


Principal : 
Mr. BERTRAM JACOBS, LL.B. (London), 
Exhibitioner and University Law Scholar. 

Tuition for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNIVERSITY, and other 

LAW EXAMINATIONS o (class or individual) 

or by correspondence, 
For particulars appl mally or to 
THE SECRET YY, Tordon achool of Law, 
1, Old Serjeants’-inn, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


~OLICITOR. (Honours), aged 29, seven 
Monegan rol Sekips et a a ve — Ada “4 
g Clerkship; interview by appointment.— ress, 

P. A-I7, Pinfold-toad, Streatham, 5. W. : 


UNIOR CLERK.—Advertiser (aged 19) 
Seeks Situation in London Office; some previous 
experience; Typewriting.—G. C., 18, Vere-street, W.C. 


‘1°O SOLICITORS Commencing Practice.— 

A well-furnished Office on Ground Floor in Chancery- 
lane, with use of Waiting-room and partial service of Clerk 
and Telephone, to Let at moderate rent.— Apply, Lex, 
care of Housekeeper, 61, Chancery-lane. 


[* THOMAS ARCKLUS, formerly of 

i » will Apply by letter to H. Bornamtey, 
5s, Se Se ancolnshire, he will a. | 
something to hi van! ; or an n givi 0 
his death will receive £3 Reward. ae 














O SOLICITORS and Others.—A Fand of 
£20,000 Wanted, at 4 per cent., on Mortgage o 
hold Building Estate Write | Freraovper, Box 1, Willing’s 
Advertisement Offices, 162, Piccadilly, W. 


A Nag SOLICITORS and Others.—A Fund 
of about £100,000, in one or more sums, will be 
shortly Required to Finance an Un connected 
with Freehold Property, in the provirces.- Those havis 
control of such Funds are invited to communicate 
Arcuitect, Box 1, Willing’s Advertisement Offices, 162, 
Piccadilly, W. 








SHERINGHAM, and 


C ROMER, 
MUNDESLEY. 
FURNISHED HOUSES. 
For the largest selection apply for REGISTER, 
CARTER & CO., CROMER. 


ARLOCK TYPEWRITER for SALE; 

good as new; cost £23 1Cs.; sell for £12; splendid 
bargain.—Youne & Sox, “ News ’ Office, Chard. 
TO GOLFERS AND MOTORISTS. 

RoxsTon , Herts (three minutes from 

Heath; ten mile views).— Unique Building Site 

for Sale, consisting of pleasure ds, tennis ——, 


D et lawn, kitchen ¥ , Vinery, 
trekard house. - Apply to Owner W. B. Krxo, Solicitor, 
Royston, Herts. . 











RGENTINE AFFAIRS.—Dr. Agote, 
tine Lawyer, in of the London Office of 
the firm of Aldao & Agote (602, Salisbury House, Finsbury- 
circus), will take his annual business trip for a month to 
the Argentine Republic, starting on the 29th inst., and will 
be pleased to receive orders to be executed on the spot 
about questions connected with testamentary matters 
collections, and legal, commercial, financial, and industrial | 
affairs. He will return at the beginning of October. 


T°? SOLICITORS.—Before the Long Vac., 
% a. you have any wee ead F ee es ghgate jer to 
‘Hos. @. gxs, Ground-rent i i 
for particulars of some suneatiy bool Freehold Goma: 
a a — ap City, Brighton, _ — is + time 
uy for the coming rise. w-priced rents can be had, 
but not advised. also Required. 





Mortgage Moneys 


{IRST FLOOR OuriCES oe LET, tr 

ol rooms ; ing ; suit m emg 

men; a pty te Wanese ILL, 69-71, 
Southampton-row, Wc, 


( \( ) Mortgage Funds Wanted avail- 
10, able; state amounts and particulars to 
GuixpeL, Browx, & Norway, Financial Agents, Auc- 
tioneers, &c., Enfield Wash. 


£400,000 “rrmatue ss Storage of ine 
class Freehold or Long Leasehold Properties; also other 
vntitentia An & Sons, ay Mansion 
house-cham bers, B.C, F ad 
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AW. — A -omgrel SAVING. — For 
pa her speuimmaatnans dugaie-waen tia aalne 
writing 


8 per sheet. 

3 per 20 folios. 

2 per folio. 

b 0 per sheet. 
pi 2 per sf ~ lio. 

PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. “per sheet Draft, $d. 

Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per 


Bowowog 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, ne Holborn, E.C. 


ditto; 





PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, 














ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. 
Lowest Current. Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured fre of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
FIRE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C,. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
FOSDs IN BAND - - £2,535,800. 
TYPEWRITING, SHORTHAND, AND 
DUPLICATING. 
Legal Documents accurately Typed. Secrecy guaranteed. 
Private Rooms for Dictation. Country Orders promptly 
executed. Contract Work at Reduced Rate 
OLIVER TYPEWRITER COMPANY, Ltd. 
75, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 
“a SRE. kipeaaenel 
Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHare CERTIFICATES, Desentures, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orrictan Szaus designed and execut 


Solicitors’ Account Sete. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
rjeants’ 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practieal Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Feancis J. Green, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


{GYPTIAN HALL.—England’s Home of 
Mystery. Established 30 years.—Lessee and Manager, 
Mr. J. N. Maskelyne.—DAILY, at Three and Eight, the 
Christmas Programme, brimful of fun, wonder, and novelty 
oT? the greatest mystery of modern times, entitled 
be ——!!* Invented by Herr Valadon. The 
<a devised by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. 
Pe. 2 PHILOSOPHER’S STONE.—In ee of 
ing Bren favour with which the Merry Magical Romance 
received it will remain in the programme, 
A new and beautiful series of Animated Photographs. 
Prices 5s., 3s.,23.,and 1s. Children under 12 half-price. 





prompt | 'nebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 





| 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 
|For Gentiemen of the Upper 

Classes only. 
TERMS: From Srx Guingas A WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 22,000 acres, 
| Fiehing - 24 miles, including trout, servin, and salmon. 

References— 

Dr. Gro. Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 

a Ww. , 
Dr. D. Ferrier, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 


For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, J.P., 
Plas-yn-Dinas, Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., a to 
Te D D. HOGG, M.RB.C.S., &c., 
ical Superi 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmanswortTs. 


INEBRIETY. 


SZELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant : ne SEVESTRE, M.A 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty 
Legal and Medii 

ly Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
be Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 











| BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 


BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Snebeioty 
and Abuse of . In a most healthy, enti and 
secluded part of the country, 14 hours from 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} a r grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. Electric —_ throughout. | 
Healthy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 
Farm, Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards, bo phy, ke. 
enter under the Acts or privately. Terms: 1}-3 Guineas. 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 

RestDENT MEDICAL SUPERINTENDENT or SECRETARY. 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
In Flasks, pr price 2/6. 
SOLD EVERY WHBERBE. 


BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 


b IPPODROME. TWICE DAILY. 
Prices 1s. to 7s. 6d.; private boxes, 1 to 4 guineas. 
SPECIAL NOTICE.—Children er 12 are admitted at 
haif-price to all Be pare excepted) at MORN- 
ING PERFUBMANCES ONLY.—Box-office 10.0 a.m. to 
10.0 p.m. Telegrams, “ Hippodrome, London.’’ Telephone 








| 4015 Ge: 


years’ Experience. Excellent | 
“References. For terms and particulars | 


l-street, | 


PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


HASRA. =. E. FOSTER & CRANFIEID 
to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) conduct 


| PERIODICAL DICAL SALES of 


eee STS and ANN and ores ‘ 


LIFE POLICIE! 

Shares and al 

Mo Debts and Bonds, and 
Kin In 


iterests, 
on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yand, E¢, 
The appointments fixed for 1904 are as follows :— 
| Thursday, Oct. 20, 
. q Eee = a 3. 
ugust 1 ursday, ov. 17, 
* Sept. 1 | Thursday, Dee. 1. 
, Sept. ib. Thursday, Dec. 15, 
Seuley, emeems E.C. Telegrams, “In 
and 8539 Centaal 


> August: 4. 





Offices, 6, 


ably, London.” Tel. Nos. 999 Bank 





cc | 


PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS, 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIEI) 
beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTION 
are held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-y: .C., on the first ani 
third Wednesdays in every month throughout the year, 
The dates fixed for 1904 are as follows :— 
» July 20. Wednesday, Oct. 5, 
Wednesday, Oct. 19, 
Wednesday, Nov. 2. 
‘Wednesday, Nov. 16, 
’ Wednesday, Dec. 7, 
Sept. ai. Wednesday, Dec. 21, 
Mages solicitors, and trustees having properties fr 
y invited to communicate with tr 
pa an ly at therr Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E(, 
Telegrams: “ Invariabl London.” Tel. Nos. 999 Bank, 
‘and 8539 Central. 








Teleph : 602 Holb 


|EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


| Founpep ux THe Reien or Wititiam & Mary, 168), 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
To H.M. THE cums & H.M. THE QUEES. 





SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


LBVBE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coronen, 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOM. 


ITALIAN 








ARL’S COURT 
EXHIBITION. 


The Art, Industry, and Commerce of Italy on View. 
‘*VENICE BY miGeT, ‘g al 
Realistically re ted in the Empress 
Forty Gondolas on Three-quarters of a Mile of Canals 
Venetian Palaces, Churches, Bridges, and Historic 
i reproduced to scale. 
ROTTO OF CAPRI, 
ST. org S AT ROM 


MAXIM’S CAPTIVE A 
THE ROMAN FORUM, 
And a Host of New Attractions. 
Grounds Transformed and Brilliantly Illuminated by 


LEADING MILITARY BANDS. 
Apmission 1s. Open 12 noon To ll P.M 


- 
THE BLUE 











>. 


“(as 


 CPROBAT FE VALUAT (ONS, 


A= 





The Members of the LEGAL ee ap omens 


are respectfully requested to gar ae 
mend our Firm to Executors 
requiring Valuations. 


anon ove 


—— 


SPINK & SONY 


AIT ee" 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, 


LONDON, W. 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 





Suital 
THE 


Mort: 


LEG 


FunDs 
YEARL' 


bed dd Oe 





